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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 
FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF ALABAMA 

NORTHERN DIVISION 
 
 

 
WILLIE LEE WHITE, #140147, ) 
     ) 
  Plaintiff,  ) 
     ) 
     ) 
v.     ) CIVIL ACTION NO.  2:07-CV-1080-MHT  
     ) 
     )  
ALABAMA BOARD OF  )  
PARDONS AND PAROLES, et al. ) 
     )  
  Defendants.  ) 
 
 

DEFENDANTS’ SPECIAL REPORT 
 

COMES NOW, Defendants Alabama Board of Pardons and Paroles, Former 

Chairman of the Board Sidney T. Williams, Associate Board Member Robert 

Longshore, and Associate Board Member VeLinda A. J. Weatherly represented by the 

undersigned counsel, and shows the Court as follows:  
 

The Parties 
 

1. Plaintiff, Willie Lee White (hereinafter referred to as “White”) is serving a 

Rape II conviction in the penitentiary where he was sentenced to life imprisonment on 

October 21, 1996.  White came up for parole consideration on March 7, 2006, where he 

was denied parole and reset for further tentative parole consideration in March of 2009, a 

three (3) year set-off.  

2. Defendant, Sidney Williams, Former Chairman of the Alabama Board of 

Pardons and Paroles, is named as a defendant in this case in both his official and 
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individual capacities.  Former Chairman of the Board, Sidney T. Williams, was one of 

three board members that enjoyed the discretionary decision-making authority in 

deciding which prisoners were granted parole or denied parole.   This discretionary 

decision-making authority was delegated to the Board by the Alabama Legislature 

through the passage of Amendment 38 of the Alabama Constitution of 1901.  

3. Defendant, Robert Longshore, Associate Member of the Alabama Board of 

Pardons and Paroles, is named as a defendant in this case in both his official and 

individual capacities. In his capacity as an Associate Member, he is one of three board 

members that enjoy the discretionary decision-making authority in deciding which 

prisoners are granted parole or denied parole.   This discretionary decision-making 

authority was delegated to the Board by the Alabama Legislature through the passage of 

Amendment 38 of the Alabama Constitution of 1901.  

4. Defendant VeLinda A.J. Weatherly, Associate Member of the Alabama Board 

of Pardons and Paroles, is named as a defendant in this case in both her official and 

individual capacities. In her capacity as an Associate Member, she is one of three board 

members that enjoy the discretionary decision-making authority in deciding which 

prisoners are granted parole or denied parole.   This discretionary decision-making 

authority was delegated to the Board by the Alabama Legislature through the passage of 

Amendment 38 of the Alabama Constitution of 1901.  

5. Defendant, Governor Bob Riley, is named as a defendant in this case in both 

his official and individual capacity.   

6.  Defendant, Attorney General Troy King, is named as a defendant in this case 

in both his official and individual capacity. 
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7.  Defendant, Victims of Crime against Leniency (VOCAL), is named as a 

defendant in this case. 

8.  Defendant, Edna Harris, an employee of the Alabama Department of 

Corrections, is named as a defendant in this case in both her official and individual 

capacity. 

9. Defendant, the Alabama Board of Pardons and Paroles, is named as a defendant 

in this case. 

Our Understanding of the Complaint 

White is serving a Life sentence for a Rape II conviction that he committed in 

Houston County, Alabama, on October 21, 1996. 

White came up for parole consideration on March 7, 2006, where he was denied 

parole and reset for further parole consideration in March of 2009, a three (3) year set-

off,   Exhibit 1.  

White makes the following claims in his §1983 Complaint, as amended:   

1. White claims that his March 7, 2006 parole denial was the direct result of 

Alabama’s unconstitutional political policy orchestrated by the defendant Parole Board 

Members Sidney T. Williams (Former Chairman), Robert Longshore (Associate 

Member), and VeLinda A. J. Weatherly (Associate Member).  White specifically claims 

that defendants Williams, Longshore, and Weatherly colluded and  conspired with co-

defendants Governor Bob Riley, Attorney General Troy King, and members of Victims 

of Crime and Leniency (VOCAL), thereby politically predisposing him of any proper 

discretionary review and rendering his parole hearing fundamentally unfair.   

2. White specifically claims that overt procedures were used by the Board 
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during his March 2006 parole consideration hearing thereby resulting in the Board acting 

arbitrary and capricious. White claims that the Board utilized a blanket-styled denial 

policy based on the nature and degree of the offense. 

3. White claims that the Board violated the Ex Post Facto Clause by applying 

Rules, Regulations, and Procedures that were adopted after he committed the crime of 

Rape II in 1992.  White claims that the Board’s Rules in effect at the time that he 

committed the crime of Rape II should be applied to him.  White claims that the Board 

violated his Ex Post Facto rights.  The Board’s Operating Procedures do not offend the 

Ex Post Facto Clause, Garner v. Jones, 529 U.S. 244, 255, 120 S.Ct. 1362, 146 L.Ed.2d 

236 (2000).  See Exhibit 2. 

4. White claims that the Board violated his Equal Protection rights.  White 

specifically claims that non-violent offenders receive preferential parole consideration, 

unlike him, a violent offender.  White claims that female prisoners and other ethnic 

groups similarly situated to him receive preferential parole consideration for crimes 

similar in nature to his thereby resulting in a violation of his Equal Protection rights.    

5. White claims that the Board primarily looks at the Department of 

Corrections’ file when exercising its discretionary decision-making powers of granting or 

denying parole. White claims that ADOC Defendant Harris placed the statement “I’m 

going to mess you up, to where you’ll never get out of prison, because you (White) 

messed up one of my institutional inmate tutor’s, you’ll remain at Limestone forever”.  

See Plaintiff’s “Amendment to 42 U.S.C. §1983 Complaint, pg. 17, ¶1 (Doc. #10).  

White claims that the Board relied on false information when considering him for parole 

in 2006 based on the information that ADOC Defendant Harris placed in his parole file 
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and based on the testimony and evidence presented by Defendants Riley, King, and 

VOCAL.   

6. White claims that the Board acted arbitrary and capricious by not 

affording him the reasons for his denial of parole.   

7. White claims that the Board violated his 8th Amendment rights against 

cruel and unusual punishment.   

8.  White seeks prospective declaratory and injunctive relief in relation to 

Alabama’s alleged unfair, discriminatory parole procedures.   

9. White claims that Alabama law does not satisfy procedural due process 

obligations by providing inmates with an adequate post-deprivation remedy for the denial 

of discretionary parole.  Review of actions by the Alabama  Board of Pardons and Paroles 

is by filing a common law writ of certiorari in the Circuit Court of Montgomery, County, 

Alabama.   

The State’s Position  
 
 

I. Jurisdictional Issues 

 8.  White sues the Board of Pardons and Paroles in a 42 U.S.C.A., §1983 

action claiming that the Board violated his Due Process rights, Ex Post Facto rights, 

Equal Protection rights, violated the Eighth Amendment prohibition against Cruel and 

Unusual Punishment.  The Board is not a “person” acting under the color of state law for 

purposes of §1983 liability.  This Court lacks jurisdiction to entertain an action against 

the Alabama Board of Pardons and Paroles. 

9. As discussed below, defendants Williams, Longshore, and Weatherly took 
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no action in relation to Willie Lee White’s parole denial on March 7, 2006.  See 

Affidavits  of Sidney T. Williams, Robert P. Longshore, and VeLinda A.J. Weatherly, 

attached.   There is no justiciable controversy between Defendants Williams, Longshore, 

and Weatherly and Plaintiff Willie Lee White.  This Court lacks subject-matter 

jurisdiction to entertain all of White’s claims in the absence of a justiciable case or 

controversy.    See Hallandale Professional Fire Fighters Local 2238 v. City of …, 922 

F.2d 756 (11th Cir. 1991).  

 White fails to present a justiciable controversy between himself and a “person” 

acting under the color of state law, a prerequisite to a 42 U.S.C.A. §1983 claim. 

  
II. Immunity Issues 

 

10. The Alabama Board of Pardons & Paroles (hereinafter referred to as the 

Board) is an agency of the State of Alabama, not a “person” acting under the color of 

state law for purposes of §1983 liability.   

11. The Board is absolutely immune from suit under the Eleventh Amendment 

to the U.S. Constitution.  See Lancaster v. Monroe County, Ala., 116 F.3d 1419 (11th Cir. 

1997).  Alabama has not waived its Eleventh Amendment immunity, see Carr v. City of 

Florence, 916 F.2d 1521 (11th Cir. 1990, and Congress has not abrogated Alabama’s 

immunity.  The Eleventh Amendment bars a federal court from exercising jurisdiction 

over a lawsuit against a non-consenting State and its agencies.  See  Vt. Agency  of 

Natural Res. v. United States, 529 U.S. 765, 778 (2000). 

  12. The State of Alabama can not consent to be sued.  See Alabama v. Pugh, 

438 U.S. 781, 98 S.Ct. 3057 (1978).  The Alabama Constitution of 1901 prohibits the 
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State of Alabama from being made a defendant in any court of law or equity, see Art. I, § 

14 of the Alabama Constitution of 1901, which states: "the State of Alabama shall never 

be made a defendant in any court of law or equity”.   
 

13. Alabama state officials are immune from claims brought against them in 

their official capacities, as this is in effect an action against the State. See Lancaster v. 

Monroe County, Ala.  116 F.3d 1419, 1429 (11th Cir. 1997).   Had White presented a 

justiciable controversy between defendants Williams, Longshore, and Weatherly, those 

defendants would be entitled to Eleventh Amendment immunity from suit in their official 

capacities.   

14. Individual board members are entitled to absolute quasi-judicial immunity 

for their discretionary actions as a quasi-judicial board.  The Eleventh Circuit, in Holmes 

v. Crosby, 418 F.3d 1256 (11th Cir. 2005), states “[W]e repeatedly have held that 

individual members of the Parole Board are entitled to absolute quasi-judicial immunity 

from a suit for damages.  Fuller v. Georgia State Bd. of Pardons & Paroles, 851 F.2d 

1307, 1310 (11th Cir.1988); see also Clark v. State of Ga. Pardons & Paroles Bd., 915 

F.2d 636, 641 n. 2 (11th Cir.1990); Sultenfuss v. Snow, 894 F.2d 1277, 1278-79 (11th 

Cir.1990), vacated and affirmed on other grounds after rehearing en banc, 35 F.3d 1494 

(11th Cir.1994). 

15.  Members of the Alabama Board of Pardons and Paroles (emphasis added) 

are absolutely immune from damages.  See Pate v. Alabama Bd. of Pardons and Paroles, 

409 F.Supp. 478 (D.C. Ala. 1976), aff’d, 548 F.2d 354 (5th Cir. 1977)   

 16. The Alabama Board of Pardons and Paroles is due to be DISMISSED 

from this action. 
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III. Official and Individual Capacity Claims against Defendants Williams, 

Longshore, and Weatherly 
  

17. Defendants Williams, Longshore, and Weatherly deny the material 

averments in Plaintiff White’s complaint and demand strict proof thereof. 

18. To succeed in a §1983 claims, White must establish that he suffered a 

deprivation of rights, privileges, or immunities secured by the Constitution and laws of 

the United States and that the act or omission causing the deprivation was committed by a 

“person” acting under the color of state law, Holmes  v. Crosby, 418 F.3d 1256 (11th Cir. 

2005).   
 

19. The Alabama Legislature, through Amendment 38 of the Alabama 

Constitution of 1901, granted the Alabama Board of Pardons & Paroles the authority to 

administer pardons, paroles, remission of fines and forfeitures, and the restoration of civil 

and political rights.   

20. The Alabama Board of Pardons & Paroles consists of a three member 

board.  Under Alabama law, two members of the board constitute a quorum for the 

transaction of the official business of the board.  One member of the board does not 

constitute the Alabama Board of Pardons & Paroles and can not transact the official 

business of the board.   

21. On September 25, 2003, the Alabama Legislature created a panel of four 

special board members, who had the authority to grant or deny paroles, Ala. Code §15-

22-20(i).  The special board members served a single term beginning October 1, 2003 and 

ending September 30, 2006.  A quorum of the special board panel consisted of two board 
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members, as required by Ala. Code §15-22-24(f) states:  “Two members of the board 

shall constitute a quorum for the transaction of the official business of the board.” 

The special board consisted of:  Cliff Walker, Don McGriff, Bill Wynne, and Steve 

McGill. 

22. Willie White was considered for parole on March 7, 2006, Exhibit 1.  As 

evidenced by the “Action of the Board” sheet, special board members Cliff Walker, Don 

McGriff, and Bill Wynne considered Willie White for parole.  It is very clear that 

defendants Williams, Longshore, and Weatherly did not vote on whether or not to parole 

Willie White on March 7, 2006.  The Special Board considered White for parole on 

March 7, 2006, not defendants Sidney T. Williams, Robert P. Longshore, and VeLinda 

A.J. Weatherly.  White sued the wrong board members.   

23. Defendants Williams, Longshore, and Weatherly did not consider White 

for parole on March 7, 2006.  See the attached affidavits  of Sidney T. Williams, Robert 

P. Longshore, and VeLinda A.J. Weatherly and Exhibit 1.   Defendants Williams, 

Longshore, and Weatherly took no action(s) to cause White to suffer a deprivation of 

rights, privileges, or immunities secured by the Constitution and laws of the United 

States. .  There is no justiciable controversy between Defendants Williams, Longshore, 

and Weatherly and Plaintiff Willie Lee White.  White fails to state a claim for which 

relief can be granted.   

24. This Court lacks subject-matter jurisdiction to entertain White’s claims in 

the absence of a justiciable case or controversy between defendants Williams, Longshore, 

and Weatherly.    See Hallandale Professional Fire Fighters Local 2238 v. City of …, 

922 F.2d 756 (11th Cir. 1991).   
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25. Defendants Williams, Longshore, and Weatherly are due to be 

DISMISSED from this action. 

 

IV. State Court  Method of Review of the actions of the Alabama Board of 
Pardons and Paroles 

 
25.     Review of actions of the Alabama Board of Pardons and Paroles is by  

a common-law writ of certiorari filed in the Circuit Court of Montgomery County, 

Alabama.   See Gholston v. Board of Pardons & Paroles, 627 So.2d 945 

Ala.Civ.App.1993).  See Sellers v. State, 586 So.2d 994 (Ala. Crim. App. 1991).  On 

November 20, 2006, White filed a writ of certiorari in Montgomery Circuit Court, where 

his petition was dismissed, without prejudice, due to jurisdictional deficiencies, Exhibit 

3.  White failed to properly file another state court action. 

 WHEREFORE THE PREMISES CONSIDERED, this action is due to be 

DISMISSED, WITH PREJUDICE. 

Respectfully submitted,    
     TROY KING 
     ATTORNEY GENERAL 
     KIN 047 
      
     GREGORY O. GRIFFIN, SR. 
     CHIEF COUNSEL 
     GRI026 
      
     s/DANA L. PITTMAN 
     ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL 
     STATE BAR#:  ASB-7192-A57P 
     ALA. BD. OF PARDONS & PAROLES 
     P.O. BOX 302405 
     MONTGOMERY, AL  36130   
     TELEPHONE: (334)242-8700 
     FAX: (334)353-4423       
     Dana.Pittman@paroles.alabama.gov 
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    CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 
 I hereby certify that on 4-1-08, I electronically filed the foregoing with the Clerk 

of the Court using the CM/ECF system which will send notification of such filing to the 

following: (None), and I hereby certify that I have mailed by United States Postal Service 

the document to the following non-CM/ECF participants, individually: 

WILLIE LEE WHITE, #140147 
LIMESTONE CF 

28779 NICK DAVID RD. 
HARVEST, AL  35749-7009 

  
 

Done this 1st day of April, 2008. 
 

 
     Respectfully submitted, 
 
 

s/DANA L. PITTMAN 
     ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL 
     State Bar#: ASB-7192-A57P 
     Ala. Bd. Pardons and Paroles 
     P.O. Box 302405 
     Montgomery, Alabama 36130 
     Telephone: (334) 242-8700 
     Fax: (334) 353-4423     
     Dana.Pittman@paroles.alabama.gov 
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STATE OF ALABAMA ) 
) 

MONTGOMERY COUNTY 1 

AFFIDAVIT 

BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority for said County and State, personally 

appeared Robert P. Longshore, who is known to me, and after being duly sworn, 

deposed and said as follows: 

My name is Robert P. Longshore, and I was appointed to serve on the Alabama 

Board of Pardons & Paroles by Governor Bob Riley on July 1,2005. 

The Alabama Board of Pardons & Paroles consists of a three member board. 

Under Alabama law, two members of the board constitute a quorum for the transaction of 

the official business of the board. One member of the board does not constitute the 

Alabama Board of Pardons & Paroles and can not transact the official business of the 

board. 

The Alabama Legislature, through Amendment 38 of the Alabama Constitution of 

190 1, granted the Alabama Board of Pardons & Paroles the authority to administer 

pardons, paroles, remission of fines and forfeitures, and the restoration of civil and 

political rights. 

On September 25,2003, the Alabama Legislature created a panel of four special 

board members, who had the authority to grant or deny paroles, Exhibit A. The special 

board members served a single term beginning October 1,2003 and ending September 

30, 2006. The special board consisted of: Cliff Walker, Don McGriff, Bill Wynne, and 

Steve McGill. 
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Willie White was considered for parole on March 7,2006, Exhibit B. As 

evidenced by the "Action of the Board" sheet, special board members Cliff Walker, Don 

McGriff, and Bill Wynne considered Willie White for parole. I did not vote on whether 

or not to parole Willie White on March 7,2006. 

I took no action to be able to deny Willie White's constitut,jonal rights. 

ROBERT P.-LONGSBORE 
BOARD MEMBER 
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k o d e  of Alabama Currentness 
Title 15. Criminal Procedure. (Refs & Annos) 

'L iJ  Chapter 22. Pardons, Paroles and Probation. (Refs & Annosl 
%I Article 2. . Pardons and Paroles. {Refs & Annos) 

.+ 5 15-22-20. Board of Pardons and Paroles -- Creation; composition; compensation. 

(a) There shall be a Board of Pardons and Paroles which shall consist of three members. 

(b) Any vacancy occurring on the board, whether for an expired or unexpired term, shall be filled by appointment by 
the Governor, with the advice and consent of the Senate, &om a list of five qualified persons nominated by a board 
consisting of the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court as chairman, the presiding judge of the Court of Criminal 
Appeals, the Lieutenant Governor, the Speaker of the House, and the President Pro Tempore of the Senate. The 
nominating board shall as soon as practicable after a vacancy occurs, whether for an expired or unexpired term, meet 
and select by majority vote the names of five persons to be submitted to the Governor. It shall immediately 
thereafter submit its nominations to the Governor, who shall make his appointment from such list within 10 days 
thereafter. Appointees shall begin serving immediately upon appointment, until confirmed or rejected by the Senate. 
Appointments made at times when the Senate is not in session shall be effective ad interim. Any appointment made 
by the Governor while the Senate is in session must be submitted by him to the Senate not later than the third 
legislative day following the date of the appointment; any appointment made while the Senate is not in session shall 
be submitted not later than the third legislative day following the reconvening of the Legislature. In the event the 
Senate fails or refuses to act on the appointment within five legislative days after its submission, the appointment 
shall be void, and the person whose name was thus submitted shall not thereafter be reappointed. In the event an 
appointee is not confirmed by the Senate, the nominating board shall make five nominations; one of them shall be 
appointed, and his appointment shall be submitted to the Senate as provided in this section. The nominating and 
appointing procedure required in this section shall be continued and followed until an appointment is made and 
completed. 

(c) Members of the board shall be appointed for terms of six years commencing on July 1 in the years 1953, 1955, 
and 1957, and shall serve until their successors shall have been appointed and shall have qualified. Any person 
appointed to fill the vacancy for an unexpired term shall vacate the office upon the expiration of that unexpired term. 

(d) The Governor shall designate one of the members as chairman, and such chairman shall preside at sessions of the 
board. 

(e) Each member shall take the constitutional oath of office and shall be subject to impeachment for any of the 
causes specified in Section 173 of the Constitution; and the procedure in cases of impeachment shall be in the 
manner provided by Section 175 of the Constitution; provided, however, that in the event the Governor shall 
determine that any member of the board shall have become incapacitated by reason of physical or mental disability 
or illness to the extent that he cannot efficiently perform the duties of his office, he shall direct the Attorney General 
to proceed to the determination of that issue in an inquisition proceeding instituted by him in the Circuit Court of 
Montgomery County, Alabama. In the event the issue is determined in such court against the board member, the 
court shall declare the office vacant, and the same shall be vacated and a successor appointed, as provided in this 
section. 

( f )  Two members of the board shall constitute a quorum for the transaction of the official business of the board. 
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(g) The members of the board shall devote their full time to their official duties and shall hold no other office of 
profit during their incumbency. 

(h) The annual compensation of the chairman and each associate member of the Board of Pardons and Paroles shall 
be such amount as is provided by law. Such salaries shall be paid in equal installments from the State Treasury in 
the same manner that salaries of other state officers are paid. 

(i) The Governor is hereby authorized to appoint four persons to serve as special members of the board. The four 
special members shall be appointed to reflect the racial, gender, and geographic diversity of this state. The special 
members shall serve a single term beginning October 1,2003 and ending September 30,2006. The provisions on 
appointment in subsection (b), oath and incapacity in subsection (e), devotion to duties in subsection (g), and 
compensation in subsection (h) shall apply to special members to the same extent they apply to members of the 
board. The special members shall be appointed and serve for the limited purpose of conducting hearings and making 
determinations concerning pardons, paroles, restorations of political and civil rights, remission of fines and 
forfeitures, and revocations. 

u) During the term of the special members of the board, the board shall sit in two panels of three for the purpose of 
conducting hearings and making determinations concerning pardons, paroles, restorations of political and civil 
rights, remission of fines and forfeitures, and revocations. Membership on each panel shall be designated by the 
chairman of the board fiom among the remaining regular and special members of the board as the chairman 
determines from time to time shall be necessary to hear all pending matters in an expeditious manner. The chairman 
of the board shall serve as an alternate with members of either panel and shall re-designate panel membership as 
necessary to cany out the hearing duties of the board. Two members of each panel shall constitute a quorum for the 
transaction of official business. 

(k) When the board sits in panels of three members as herein authorized, each panel shall act in the same manner 
and under the same authority as the full board. All authority, duties, powers, and responsibilities of the board on any 
matter brought before the panel for hearing shall be exercised by the panel as though heard and decided by the full 
board. Decisions of each panel shall constitute a decision of the board. All procedures of the board relating to the 
conduct of hearings shall apply to hearings before either panel of the board. 

(7) This section does not affect in any way the authority of the original board members to carry out all 
administrative, supervisory, and personnel duties existing on September 25,2003. 

(Acts 1939, No. 275, p. 426; Code 1940, T. 42, $9 1, l(3); Acts 1951, No. 599, p. 1030; Acts 1953, No. 822, p. 
1105; Acts 1957, No. 195, p. 254; Acts 1967, No. 51, p. 378, § 1; Acts 1971, NO. 71, p. 333, § 1; Act 2003-415, p. 
1205. 4 1.) 

HISTORY 

Amendment notes: 

The 2003 amendment, effective September 25,2003, in subsection (a) deleted ", but no two members of such board 
shall be residents of the same congressional district" following "members"; in subsection (b) substituted "five" for 
"three" in three places, substituted ", the Lieutenant Governor, the Speaker of the House, and the President Pro 
Tempore of the Senate" for "and the Lieutenant Governor", and added the fourth sentence; and added subsections (i) 
through (7). 

Code Commissioner's Notes 
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Section 5 of Act 2003-4 15, which amended this section, created a temporary Joint Legislative Oversight Committee 
on Pardons and Paroles. 

CROSS REFERENCES 

As to eligibility of members of Board of Pardons and Paroles to participate in State Employees' Retirement 
System, see 3 36-27-5. 

LIBRARY REFERENCES 

67 C.J.S. Pardons, 6 19. 

CASENOTES 

Board created pursuant to constitutional amendment 1 
A parole board is a creature of the Legislature 2 
Authority to reopen, reconsider, and revoke parole 3 
Former interim board member's quo warranto action 4 

1. Board created pursuant to constitutional amendment - 

Board created pursuant to constitutional amendment. The board created by this section was created under the 
authority invested in the Legislature by Amendment 38 to 9 124 of the Constitution 1901. Pinkerton v. State. 29 
Ala.A~u. 472, 198 So. 157 (Ala.Avv.1940), certiorari denied 240 Ala. 123, 198 So. 162. 

2. A parole board is a creature of the Legislature - 

A parole board is a creature of the Legislature and possesses such powers as are conferred on it by law, and it is 
the duty of the parole board to obey the applicable legislation. It is within the legislative power to require or allow 
conditions to the grant of parole and to provide for the administration thereof. The conditions which may be lawfully 
imposed are to be determined by the statute itself. When a parole statute specifically requires a procedure, the statute 
must be followed. Ellard v. State, 474 So.2d 743 (Ala.Crim.App.l984), a f fmed 474 So.2d 758. 

It is obvious fiom the history that the Legislature intended the requirements for pardon and parole, as well as the 
strict limitations placed upon the board, to be matters of strong public policy. The Legislature in this state has 
plenary power to provide for and to regulate paroles. Ellard v. State, 474 So.2d 743 (A1a.Crim.A~~. 1984Z affmed 
474 So.2d 758. 

3. Authority to reopen, reconsider, and revoke parole - 

Authority to reopen, reconsider, and revoke parole. The board of pardons and paroles had authority to reopen 
and reconsider the matter of appellant's parole, and revoke it if it found that its initial action in granting it was in 
violation of the mandatory provisions of the parole statutes and thus illegal and void. In fact, under such 
circumstances it would be the duty of the board to do so. Mandamus would lie to compel it to act. A failure to act 
could subject the board members to criminal sanctions. Ellard v. State, 474 So.2d 743 (A1a.Crim.A~~. 1984), 
affirmed 474 So.2d 758. But see Ellard v. Alabama Bd. of Pardons & Paroles, 824 F.2d 937 (1 lth Cir. 1987L cert. 
denied, 485 U.S. 981, 108 S.Ct. 1280.99 L.Ed.2d 491 (1988). 
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4. Former interim board member's quo warranto action 

Former interim board member's quo warranto action against holdover member of Board of Pardons and 
Paroles, challenging holdover's right to continue serving on board was rendered moot when holdover relinquished 
his seat on board; although former interim member claimed that his right to be appointed in future might be 
adversely affected by Circuit Court's ruling that holdover's service was valid, complaint sought only declaration that 
holdover was illegally exercising authority as board member. Bethune v. Nettles, 738 So.2d 850 (Ala. 1999). Quo 
Warranto 22 

Cited in Taylor v. State, 33 Ala.Ap~. 449,34 So.2d 506 (1 948). 

Ala. Code 1975 § 15-22-20, AL ST ?j 15-22-20 

Current through End of 2007 Regular Session. 

Copr O 2008 by State of Alabama. All rights reserved. 

END OF DOCUMENT 

O 2008 Thomson/West. No Claim to Orig. US Gov. Works. 

Case 2:07-cv-01080-MHT-TFM     Document 35-2      Filed 04/01/2008     Page 6 of 21



STAT.1 OARD OF PARDONS AND PAROL . 
MONTGOMERY, ALABAMA 

ACTION BY THE BOARD 

NAME WHITE WILLIE LEE AIS# 140147 
1/3 

PAROLE IS THIS DAY ORDERED BY: 

MY REASONS FOR FAVORING PAROLE OF THE PRISONER ARE AS FOLLOWS: 

----- SUBJECT HAS SERVED SUFFICIENT PORTION OF SENTENCE. 
----- INVESTIGATION HAS BEEN MADE OF SUBJECT. 
----- SUBJECT'S PAROLE PROGRAM IS ACCEPTABLE. ----- 

----- PRISON AUTHORITY REPORT IS SATISFACTORY. 
----- UPON ACCEPTANCE BY (STATE OF) - 

I AM OF THE OPINION THAT THERE IS A REASONABLE PROBABILITY THAT 
IF THE PRISONER IS RELEASED, (HE/SHE) WILL LIVE AND REMAIN AT 
LIBERTY WITHOUT VIOLATING THE LAW, AND THAT (HIS/HER) RELEASE 
IS NOT INCOMPATIBLE WITH THE WELFARE OF SOCIETY. 

----- INTERVIEWING PAROLE OFFICER RECOMMENDS- 
----- OTHER----------------------------------------------------------- 

MEMBER DATE ---------- 

MY REASONS FOR FAVORING PAROLE OF THE PRISONER ARE AS FOLLOWS: 
SUBJECT HAS SERVED SUFFICIENT PORTION OF SENTENCE. 

----- INVESTIGATION HAS BEEN MADE OF SUBJECT. 
----- SUBJECT'S PAROLE PROGRAM IS ACCEPTABLE. 
----- PRISON AUTHORITY REPORT IS SATISFACTORY. 
----- UPON ACCEPTANCE BY (STATE OF) - 
----- I AM OF THE OPINION THAT THERE IS A REASONABLE PROBABILITY THAT 

IF THE PRISONER IS RELEASED, (HE/SHE) WILL LIVE AND REMAIN AT 
LIBERTY WITHOUT VIOLATING THE LAW, AND THAT (HIS/HER) RELEASE 
IS NOT INCOMPATIBLE WITH THE WELFARE OF SOCIETY. 

----- INTERVIEWING PAROLE OFFICER RECOMMENDS. 

MEMBER DATE ---------- 

MY REASONS FOR FAVORING PAROLE OF THE PRISONER ARE AS FOLLOWS: 
----- SUBJECT HAS SERVED SUFFICIENT PORTION OF SENTENCE. 

INVESTIGATION HAS BEEN MADE OF SUBJECT. 

----- SUBJECT'S PAROLE PROGRAM IS ACCEPTABLE. 
----- PRISON AUTHORITY REPORT IS SATISFACTORY. 
----- UPON ACCEPTANCE BY (STATE OF) - 

I AM OF THE OPINION THAT THERE IS A REASONABLE PROBABILITY THAT 
IF THE PRISONER IS RELEASED, (HE/SHE) WILL LIVE AND REMAIN AT 
LIBERTY WITHOUT VIOLATING THE LAW, AND THAT (HIS/HER) RELEASE 
IS NOT INCOMPATIBLE WITH THE WELFARE OF SOCIETY. 

----- INTERVIEWING PAROLE OFFICER RECOMMENDS. 

MEMBER ------------------------------------------------- DATE ---------- 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS ---------------------------------------------------- 

----------------------------------------------------------------------- 
CONTINUED TO ---------------------------------------------------------- 

PAROLE IS THIS DAY 
DATE 

3 - 7 - 6 6  
RESET 

3-07 

EXHIBIT m 
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STATE OF ALABAMA 1 
1 

MONTGOMERY COUNTY 1 

AFFIDAVIT 

BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority for said County and State, personally 

appeared Sidney T. Williams, who is known to me, and after being duly sworn, deposed 

and said as follows: 

My name is Sidney T. Williams. I do not presently serve on the Alabama Board 

of Pardons & Paroles. In March of 2006, I was Chairman of the Alabama Board of 

Pardons and Paroles. 

The Alabama Board of Pardons & Paroles consists of a three member board. 

Under Alabama law, two members of the board constitute a quorum for the transaction of 

the official business of the board. One member of the board does not constitute the 

Alabama Board of Pardons & Paroles and can not transact the official business of the 

board. 

The Alabama Legislature, through Amendment 38 of the Alabama Constitution of 

190 1, granted the Alabama Board of Pardons & Paroles the authority to administer 

pardons, paroles, remission of fines and forfeitures, and the restoration of civil and 

political rights. 

On September 25,2003, the Alabama Legislature created a panel of four special 

board members, who had the authority to grant or deny paroles, Exhibit A. The special 

board members served a single term beginning October 1,2003 and ending September 
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30, 2006. The special board consisted of: Cliff Walker, Don McGriff, Bill Wynne, and 

Steve McGill. 

Willie White was considered for parole on March 7,2006, Exhibit B. As 

evidenced by the "Action of the Board sheet, special board members Cliff Walker, Don 

McGriff, and Bill Wyme considered Willie White for parole. I did not vote on whether 

or not to parole Willie White on March 7, 2006. 

I took no action to be able to deny Willi 

1 ,' 

FORMER BOARD MEMBER 

SWORN TO AND SUBSCRIBED befo 
2008. 

.. .. . . 
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F'code of Alabama Currentness 
Title 15. Criminal Procedure. (Refs & Annos) 

73 Chapter 22. Pardons, Paroles and Probation. mefs & Annos) 
3 Article 2. . Pardons and Paroles. {Refs & Annos) 

4 4  15-22-20. Board of Pardons and Paroles -- Creation; composition; compensation. 

(a) There shall be a Board of Pardons and Paroles which shall consist of three members. 

(b) Any vacancy occurring on the board, whether for an expired or unexpired term, shall be filled by appointment by 
the Governor, with the advice and consent of the Senate, fiom a list of five qualified persons nominated by a board 
consisting of the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court as chairman, the presiding judge of the Court of Criminal 
Appeals, the Lieutenant Governor, the Speaker of the House, and the President Pro Tempore of the Senate. The 
nominating board shall as soon as practicable after a vacancy occurs, whether for an expired or unexpired term, meet 
and select by majority vote the names of five persons to be submitted to the Governor. It shall immediately 
thereafter submit its nominations to the Governor, who shall make his appointment from such list within 10 days 
thereafter. Appointees shall begin serving immediately upon appointment, until confirmed or rejected by the Senate. 
Appointments made at times when the Senate is not in session shall be effective ad interim. Any appointment made 
by the Governor while the Senate is in session must be submitted by him to the Senate not later than the third 
legislative day following the date of the appointment; any appointment made while the Senate is not in session shall 
be submitted not later than the third legislative day following the reconvening of the Legislature. In the event the 
Senate fails or refuses to act on the appointment within five legislative days after its submission, the appointment 
shall be void, and the person whose name was thus submitted shall not thereafter be reappointed. In the event an 
appointee is not confirmed by the Senate, the nominating board shall make five nominations; one of them shall be 
appointed, and his appointment shall be submitted to the Senate as provided in this section. The nominating and 
appointing procedure required in this section shall be continued and followed until an appointment is made and 
completed. 

(c) Members of the board shall be appointed for terms of six years commencing on July 1 in the years 1953, 1955, 
and 1957, and shall serve until their successors shall have been appointed and shall have qualified. Any person 
appointed to fill the vacancy for an unexpired term shall vacate the office upon the expiration of that unexpired term. 

(d) The Governor shall designate one of the members as chairman, and such chairman shall preside at sessions of the 
board. 

(e) Each member shall take the constitutional oath of office and shall be subject to impeachment for any of the 
causes specified in Section 173 of the Constitution; and the procedure in cases of impeachment shall be in the 
manner provided by Section 175 of the Constitution; provided, however, that in the event the Governor shall 
determine that any member of the board shall have become incapacitated by reason of physical or mental disability 
or illness to the extent that he cannot efficiently perform the duties of his office, he shall direct the Attorney General 
to proceed to the determination of that issue in an inquisition proceeding instituted by him in the Circuit Court of 
Montgomery County, Alabama. In the event the issue is determined in such court against the board member, the 
court shall declare the office vacant, and the same shall be vacated and a successor appointed, as provided in this 
section. 

(f) Two members of the board shall constitute a quorum for the transaction of the official business of the board. 

O 2008 ThomsonIWest. No Claim to Orig. US Gov. Works. [m 
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(g) The members of the board shall devote their full time to their official duties and shall hold no other office of 
profit during their incumbency. 

(h) The annual compensation of the chairman and each associate member of the Board of Pardons and Paroles shall 
be such amount as is provided by law. Such salaries shall be paid in equal installments fiom the State Treasury in 
the same manner that salaries of other state officers are paid. 

(i) The Governor is hereby authorized to appoint four persons to serve as special members of the board. The four 
special members shall be appointed to reflect the racial, gender, and geographic diversity of this state. The special 
members shall serve a single term beginning October 1,2003 and ending September 30,2006. The provisions on 
appointment in subsection (b), oath and incapacity in subsection (e), devotion to duties in subsection (g), and 
compensation in subsection (h) shall apply to special members to the same extent they apply to members of the 
board. The special members shall be appointed and serve for the limited purpose of conducting hearings and making 
determinations concerning pardons, paroles, restorations of political and civil rights, remission of fines and 
forfeitures, and revocations. 

6) During the term of the special members of the board, the board shall sit in two panels of three for the purpose of 
conducting hearings and making determinations concerning pardons, paroles, restorations of political and civil 
rights, remission of fines and forfeitures, and revocations. Membership on each panel shall be designated by the 
chairman of the board from among the remaining regular and special members of the board as the chairman 
determines from time to time shall be necessary to hear all pending matters in an expeditious manner. The chairman 
of the board shall serve as an alternate with members of either panel and shall re-designate panel membership as 
necessary to carry out the hearing duties of the board. Two members of each panel shall constitute a quorum for the 
transaction of official business. 

(k) When the board sits in panels of three members as herein authorized, each panel shall act in the same manner 
and under the same authority as the full board. All authority, duties, powers, and responsibilities of the board on any 
matter brought before the panel for hearing shall be exercised by the panel as though heard and decided by the full 
board. Decisions of each panel shall constitute a decision of the board. All procedures of the board relating to the 
conduct of hearings shall apply to hearings before either panel of the board. 

0 This section does not affect in any way the authority of the original board members to carry out all 
administrative, supervisory, and personnel duties existing on September 25,2003. 

(Acts 1939, No. 275, p. 426; Code 1940, T. 42, $5 1, l(3); Acts 1951, No. 599, p. 1030; Acts 1953, No. 822, p. 
1105; Acts 1957, No. 195, p. 254; Acts 1967, No. 51, p. 378, § 1; Acts 1971,No. 71, p. 333, § 1; Act 2003-415, D. 
1205, 4 1.) 

HISTORY 

Amendment notes: 

The 2003 amendment, effective September 25,2003, in subsection (a) deleted ", but no two members of such board 
shall be residents of the same congressional district" following "members"; in subsection (b) substituted "five" for 
"three" in three places, substituted ", the Lieutenant Governor, the Speaker of the House, and the President Pro 
Tempore of the Senate" for "and the Lieutenant Governor", and added the fourth sentence; and added subsections (i) 
through 0). 

Code Commissioner's Notes 
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Section 5 of Act 2003-415, which amended this section, created a temporary Joint Legislative Oversight Committee 
on Pardons and Paroles. 

CROSS REFERENCES 

As to eligibility of members of Board of Pardons and Paroles to participate in State Employees' Retirement 
System, see 3 36-27-5. 

LIBRARY REFERENCES 

67 C.J.S. Pardons. 8 19. 

CASENOTES 

Board created pursuant to constitutional amendment I 
A parole board is a creature of the Legislature 2 
Authority to reopen, reconsider, and revoke parole 3 
Former interim board member's quo warranto action 4 

1. Board created pursuant to constitutional amendment - 

Board created pursuant to constitutional amendment. The board created by this section was created under the 
authority invested in the Legislature by Amendment 38 to $ 124 ofthe Constitution 1901. Pinkerton v. State. 29 
Ala.Avp. 472, 198 So. 157 (Ala.Apv. 1940), certiorari denied 240 Ala. 123. 198 So. 162. 

2. A parole board is a creature of the Legislature 

A parole board is a creature of the Legislature and possesses such powers as are conferred on it by law, and it is 
the duty of the parole board to obey the applicable legislation. It is within the legislative power to require or allow 
conditions to the grant of parole and to provide for the administration thereof. The conditions which may be lawfully 
imposed are to be determined by the statute itself. When a parole statute specifically requires a procedure, the statute 
must be followed. Ellard v. State, 474 So2d 743 (A1a.Crim.A~~. l984'), affmed 474 So.2d 758. 

It is obvious fiom the history that the Legislature intended the requirements for pardon and parole, as well as the 
strict limitations placed upon the board, to be matters of strong public policy. The Legislature in this state has 
plenary power to provide for and to regulate paroles. Ellard v. State, 474 So2d 743 (Ala.Crirn.A~~.1984), a f fmed 
474 So2d 758. 

3. Authority to reopen, reconsider, and revoke parole - 

Authority to reopen, reconsider, and revoke parole. The board of pardons and paroles had authority to reopen 
and reconsider the matter of appellant's parole, and revoke it if it found that its initial action in granting it was in 
violation of the mandatory provisions of the parole statutes and thus illegal and void. In fact, under such 
circumstances it would be the duty of the board to do so. Mandamus would lie to compel it to act. A failure to act 
could subject the board members to criminal sanctions. Ellard v. State, 474 So.2d 743 (A1a.Crim.A~~. 19841, 
affirmed 474 So.2d 758. But see Ellard v. Alabama Bd. of Pardons & Paroles, 824 F.2d 937 (1 lth Cir. 19871, cert. 
denied, 485 U.S. 981, 108 S.Ct. 1280, 99 L.Ed.2d491 (1988). 
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4. Former interim board member's quo warranto action 

Former interim board member's quo warranto action against holdover member of Board of Pardons and 
Paroles, challenging holdover's right to continue serving on board was rendered moot when holdover relinquished 
his seat on board; although former interim member claimed that his right to be appointed in future might be 
adversely affected by Circuit Court's ruling that holdover's service was valid, complaint sought only declaration that 
holdover was illegally exercising authority as board member. Bethune v. Nettles. 738 So.2d 850 (Ala. 1999). Quo 
Warranto 22 

Cited in Taylor v. State. 33 Ala.Avp. 449.34 So.2d 506 (1948). 

Ala. Code 1975 g 15-22-20, AL ST g 15-22-20 

Current through End of 2007 Regular Session. 

Copr O 2008 by State of Alabama. All rights reserved. 

END OF DOCUMENT 
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S T A T J  OARD O F  PARDONS AND P A R O L .  
MONTGOMERY, ALABAMA 

A C T I O N  BY THE BOARD 

NAME W H I T E  W I L L I E  L E E  A I S #  1 4 0 1 4 7  

B Y :  P A R O L E  I S  T H I S  DAY O R D E R E D  

MY R E A S O N S  FOR F A V O R I N G  PAROLE O F  THE P R I S O N E R  ARE A S  FOLLOWS:  

----- S U B J E C T  H A S  S E R V E D  S U F F I C I E N T  P O R T I O N  O F  S E N T E N C E .  
----- I N V E S T I G A T I O N  HAS B E E N  MADE O F  S U B J E C T .  

----- S U B J E C T ' S  P A R O L E  PROGRAM I S  A C C E P T A B L E .  
P R I S O N  A U T H O R I T Y  R E P O R T  I S  S A T I S F A C T O R Y .  ----- 

----- UPON A C C E P T A N C E  BY ( S T A T E  O F )  - 
I AM O F  T H E  O P I N I O N  THAT T H E R E  I S  A  REASONABLE P R O B A B I L I T Y  THAT 
I F  T H E  P R I S O N E R  I S  R E L E A S E D ,  ( H E / S H E )  W I L L  L I V E  AND REMAIN A T  
L I B E R T Y  W I T H O U T  V I O L A T I N G  T H E  LAW, AND THAT ( H I S / H E R )  R E L E A S E  
I S  NOT I N C O M P A T I B L E  W I T H  THE WELFARE O F  S O C I E T Y .  

----- I N T E R V I E W I N G  P A R O L E  O F F I C E R  RECOMMENDS. 

MEMBER DATE ---------- 
MY R E A S O N S  FOR F A V O R I N G  PAROLE O F  T H E  P R I S O N E R  ARE A S  FOLLOWS:  

----- S U B J E C T  H A S  S E R V E D  S U F F I C I E N T  P O R T I O N  O F  S E N T E N C E .  
----- I N V E S T I G A T I O N  HAS B E E N  MADE O F  S U B J E C T .  

S U B J E C T ' S  P A R O L E  PROGRAM I S  A C C E P T A B L E .  

----- P R I S O N  A U T H O R I T Y  R E P O R T  I S  S A T I S F A C T O R Y .  

----- UPON A C C E P T A N C E  BY ( S T A T E  O F )  - 
I AM O F  T H E  O P I N I O N  THAT T H E R E  I S  A  REASONABLE P R O B A B I L I T Y  THAT 
I F  T H E  P R I S O N E R  I S  R E L E A S E D ,  ( H E / S H E )  W I L L  L I V E  AND R E M A I N  AT 
L I B E R T Y  W I T H O U T  V I O L A T I N G  THE LAW, AND THAT ( H I S / H E R )  R E L E A S E  
I S  NOT I N C O M P A T I B L E  W I T H  THE WELFARE O F  S O C I E T Y .  

----- I N T E R V I E W I N G  P A R O L E  O F F I C E R  RECOMMENDS. 

----- 

MEMBER DATE ---------- 
MY R E A S O N S  FOR F A V O R I N G  PAROLE O F  T H E  P R I S O N E R  ARE A S  FOLLOWS:  

S U B J E C T  H A S  S E R V E D  S U F F I C I E N T  P O R T I O N  O F  S E N T E N C E .  
I N V E S T I G A T I O N  H A S  B E E N  MADE O F  S U B J E C T .  
S U B J E C T ' S  P A R O L E  PROGRAM I S  A C C E P T A B L E .  
P R I S O N  A U T H O R I T Y  R E P O R T  I S  S A T I S F A C T O R Y .  ----- 

----- UPON A C C E P T A N C E  BY ( S T A T E  O F )  - 
I AM O F  T H E  O P I N I O N  THAT T H E R E  I S  A  R E A S O N A B L E  P R O B A B I L I T Y  THAT 
I F  T H E  P R I S O N E R  I S  R E L E A S E D ,  ( H E / S H E )  W I L L  L I V E  AND REMAIN AT 
L I B E R T Y  W I T H O U T  V I O L A T I N G  THE LAW, AND THAT ( H I S / H E R )  R E L E A S E  
I S  NOT I N C O M P A T I B L E  W I T H  T H E  WELFARE O F  S O C I E T Y .  
I N T E R V I E W I N G  P A R O L E  O F F I C E R  RECOMMENDS. 

----- 

MEMBER ------------------------------------------------- DATE ---------- 

S P E C I A L  C O N D I T I O N S  

----------------------------------------------------------------------- 
C O N T I N U E D  T O  .......................................................... 

P A R O L E  I S  T H I S  DAY 
DATE 

3-7 -66  
B Y :  

R E S E T  

3-07 
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STATE O F  ALABAMA 1 
) 

MONTGOMERY COUNTY ) 

AFFIDAVIT 

BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority for said County and State, personally 

appeared VeLinda A. J. Weatherly, who is known to me, and after being duly sworn, 

deposed and said as follows: 

My name is VeLinda A. J. Weatherly, and I was appointed to serve on the 

Alabama Board of Pardons & Paroles by Governor Bob Riley on January 29, 2004. 

The Alabama Board of Pardons & Paroles consists of a three member board. 

Under Alabama law, two members of the board constitute a quorum for the transaction of 

the official business of the board. One member of the board does not constitute the 

Alabama Board of Pardons & Paroles and can not transact the official business of the 

board. 

The Alabama Legislature, through Amendment 38 of the Alabama Constitution of 

1901, granted the Alabama Board of Pardons & Paroles the authority to administer 

pardons, paroles, remission of fines and forfeitures, and the restoration of civil and 

political rights. 

On September 25,2003, the Alabama Legislature created a panel of four special 

board members, who had the authority to grant or deny paroles, Exhibit A. The special 

board members served a single tern beginning October 1,2003 and ending September 

30, 2006. The special board consisted of: Cliff Walker, Don McGriff, Bill Wynne, and 

Steve McGill. 
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Willie White was considered for parole on March 7, 2006, Exhibit B. As 

evidenced by the "Action of the Board" sheet, special board members Cliff Walker, Don 

McGriff, and Bill Wynne considered Willie White for parole. I did not vote on whether 

or not to parole Willie White on March 7,2006. 

I took no action to be able to deny Willie White's constitutional rights. 

BOARD MEMBER 

SWORN TO AND SUBSCRIBED befor 
2008. 

- - 1-- 
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p ~ o d e  of Alabama Currentness 
Title 15. Criminal Procedure. (Refs & Annos) 
'I Chapter 22. Pardons, Paroles and Probation. (Refs & Annos) 

'FCtl Article 2. . Pardons and Paroles. (Refs & Annos) 

+§ 15-22-20. Board of Pardons and Paroles -- Creation; composition; compensation. 

(a) There shall be a Board of Pardons and Paroles which shall consist of three members. 

(b) Any vacancy occurring on the board, whether for an expired or unexpired term, shall be filled by appointment by 
the Governor, with the advice and consent of the Senate, &om a list of five qualified persons nominated by a board 
consisting of the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court as chairman, the presiding judge of the Court of Criminal 
Appeals, the Lieutenant Governor, the Speaker of the House, and the President Pro Tempore of the Senate. The 
nominating board shall as soon as practicable after a vacancy occurs, whether for an expired or unexpired term, meet 
and select by majority vote the names of five persons to be submitted to the Governor. It shall immediately 
thereafter submit its nominations to the Governor, who shall make his appointment from such list within 10 days 
thereafter. Appointees shall begin serving immediately upon appointment, until confirmed or rejected by the Senate. 
Appointments made at times when the Senate is not in session shall be effective ad interim. Any appointment made 
by the Governor while the Senate is in session must be submitted by him to the Senate not later than the third 
legislative day following the date of the appointment; any appointment made while the Senate is not in session shall 
be submitted not later than the third legislative day following the reconvening of the Legislature. In the event the 
Senate fails or refuses to act on the appointment within five legislative days after its submission, the appointment 
shall be void, and the person whose name was thus submitted shall not thereafter be reappointed. In the event an 
appointee is not confirmed by the Senate, the nominating board shall make five nominations; one of them shall be 
appointed, and his appointment shall be submitted to the Senate as provided in this section. The nominating and 
appointing procedure required in this section shall be continued and followed until an appointment is made and 
completed. 

(c) Members of the board shall be appointed for terms of six years commencing on July 1 in the years 1953, 1955, 
and 1957, and shall serve until their successors shall have been appointed and shall have qualified. Any person 
appointed to fill the vacancy for an unexpired term shall vacate the office upon the expiration of that unexpired term. 

(d) The Governor shall designate one of the members as chairman, and such chairman shall preside at sessions of the 
board. 

(e) Each member shall take the constitutional oath of office and shall be subject to impeachment for any of the 
causes specified in Section 173 of the Constitution; and the procedure in cases of impeachment shall be in the 
manner provided by Section 175 of the Constitution; provided, however, that in the event the Governor shall 
determine that any member of the board shall have become incapacitated by reason of physical or mental disability 
or illness to the extent that he cannot efficiently perform the duties of his office, he shall direct the Attorney General 
to proceed to the determination of that issue in an inquisition proceeding instituted by him in the Circuit Court of 
Montgomery County, Alabama. In the event the issue is determined in such court against the board member, the 
court shall declare the office vacant, and the same shall be vacated and a successor appointed, as provided in this 
section. 

( f )  Two members of the board shall constitute a quorum for the transaction of the official business of the board. 
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(g) The members of the board shall devote their full time to their official duties and shall hold no other office of 
profit during their incumbency. 

(h) The annual compensation of the chairman and each associate member of the Board of Pardons and Paroles shall 
be such amount as is provided by law. Such salaries shall be paid in equal installments from the State Treasury in 
the same manner that salaries of other state officers are paid. 

(i) The Governor is hereby authorized to appoint four persons to serve as special members of the board. The four 
special members shall be appointed to reflect the racial, gender, and geographic diversity of this state. The special 
members shall serve a single term beginning October 1,2003 and ending September 30,2006. The provisions on 
appointment in subsection (b), oath and incapacity in subsection (e), devotion to duties in subsection (g), and 
compensation in subsection (h) shall apply to special members to the same extent they apply to members ofthe 
board. The special members shall be appointed and serve for the limited purpose of conducting hearings and making 
determinations concerning pardons, paroles, restorations of political and civil rights, remission of fines and 
forfeitures, and revocations. 

0) During the term of the special members of the board, the board shall sit in two panels of three for the purpose of 
conducting hearings and making determinations concerning pardons, paroles, restorations of political and civil 
rights, remission of fines and forfeitures, and revocations. Membership on each panel shall be designated by the 
chairman of the board from among the remaining regular and special members of the board as the chairman 
determines from time to time shall be necessary to hear all pending matters in an expeditious manner. The chairman 
of the board shall serve as an alternate with members of either panel and shall re-designate panel membership as 
necessary to cany out the hearing duties of the board. Two members of each panel shall constitute a quorum for the 
transaction of official business. 

(k) When the board sits in panels of three members as herein authorized, each panel shall act in the same manner 
and under the same authority as the full board. All authority, duties, powers, and responsibilities of the board on any 
matter brought before the panel for hearing shall be exercised by the panel as though heard and decided by the full 
board. Decisions of each panel shall constitute a decision of the board. All procedures of the board relating to the 
conduct of hearings shall apply to hearings before either panel of the board. 

(5) This section does not affect in any way the authority of the original board members to carry out all 
administrative, supervisory, and personnel duties existing on September 25,2003. 

(Acts 1939, No. 275, p. 426; Code 1940, T. 42, $ 5  1, l(3); Acts 1951, No. 599, p. 1030; Acts 1953, No. 822, p. 
1 105; Acts 1957, No. 195, p. 254; Acts 1967, NO. 5 1, p. 378, 5 1; Acts 197 1, NO. 7 1, p. 333, 5 1; Act 2003-415, p. 
1205, 6 1.) 

HISTORY 

Amendment notes: 

The 2003 amendment, effective September 25,2003, in subsection (a) deleted ", but no two members of such board 
shall be residents of the same congressional district" following "members"; in subsection (b) substituted "five" for 
"three" in three places, substituted ", the Lieutenant Governor, the Speaker of the House, and the President Pro 
Tempore of the Senate" for "and the Lieutenant Governor", and added the fourth sentence; and added subsections (i) 
through (I). 

Code Commissioner's Notes 

O 2008 ThomsonIWest. No Claim to Orig. US Gov. Works. 
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Section 5 of Act 2003-415, which amended this section, created a temporary Joint Legislative Oversight Committee 
on Pardons and Paroles. 

CROSS REFERENCES 

As to eligibility of members of Board of Pardons and Paroles to participate in State Employees' Retirement 
System, see 4 36-27-5. 

LIBRARY REFERENCES 

67 C.J.S. Pardons, 6 19. 

CASENOTES 

Board created pursuant to constitutional amendment I 
A parole board is a creature of the Legislature 2 
Authority to reopen, reconsider, and revoke parole 3 
Former interim board member's quo warranto action 4 

1. Board created pursuant to constitutional amendment - 

Board created pursuant to constitutional amendment. The board created by this section was created under the 
authority invested in the Legislature by Amendment 38 to 5 124 of the Constitution 1901. Pinkerton v. State, 29 
Ala.Am. 472, 198 So. 157 (Ala.Apv.1940), certiorari denied 240 Ala. 123, 198 So. 162. 

2. A parole board is a creature of the Legislature - 

A parole board is a creature of the Legislature and possesses such powers as are conferred on it by law, and it is 
the duty of the parole board to obey the applicable legislation. It is within the legislative power to require or allow 
conditions to the grant of parole and to provide for the administration thereof. The conditions which may be lawfklly 
imposed are to be determined by the statute itself. When a parole statute specifically requires a procedure, the statute 
must be followed. Ellard v. State, 474 So.2d 743 (Ala.Crim.Apu. 1984Z affirmed 474 So.2d 758. 

It is obvious l?om the history that the Legislature intended the requirements for pardon and parole, as well as the 
strict limitations placed upon the board, to be matters of strong public policy. The Legislature in this state has 
plenary power to provide for and to regulate paroles. Ellard v. State, 474 So.2d 743 (Ala.Crim.App.l984), affmed 
474 So2d 758. 

3. Authority to reopen, reconsider, and revoke parole - 

Authority to reopen, reconsider, and revoke parole. The board of pardons and paroles had authority to reopen 
and reconsider the matter of appellant's parole, and revoke it if it found that its initial action in granting it was in 
violation of the mandatory provisions of the parole statutes and thus illegal and void. In fact, under such 
circumstances it would be the duty of the board to do so. Mandamus would lie to compel it to act. A failure to act 
could subject the board members to criminal sanctions. Ellard v. State. 474 So.2d 743 (A1a.Crim.A~~. 19841, 
affirmed 474 So.2d 758. But see Ellard v. Alabama Bd. of Pardons & Paroles. 824 F.2d 937 (1 Ith Cir. 19871 cert. 
denied, 485 U.S. 981, 108 S.Ct. 1280, 99 L.Ed.2d 491 (1988). 

O 2008 Thomson/West. No Claim to Orig. US Gov. Works. 
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4. Former interim board member's quo warranto action - 

Former interim board member's quo warranto action against holdover member of Board of Pardons and 
Paroles, challenging holdover's right to continue serving on board was rendered moot when holdover relinquished 
his seat on board; although former interim member claimed that his right to be appointed in hture might be 
adversely affected by Circuit Court's ruling that holdover's service was valid, complaint sought only declaration that 
holdover was illegally exercising authority as board member. Bethune v. Nettles, 738 So.2d 850 (Ala. 1999). Quo 
Warranto 22 

Cited in Tavlor v. State. 33 Ala.App. 449.34 So.2d 506 (1948). 

Ala. Code 1975 5 15-22-20, AL ST 9 15-22-20 

Current through End of 2007 Regular Session. 

Copr O 2008 by State of Alabama. All rights reserved. 

END OF DOCUMENT 

O 2008 ThornsodWest. No Claim to Orig. US Gov. Works. 
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STATJ OARD OF PARDONS AND PAROL, 
MONTGOMERY, ALABAMA 

ACTION BY THE BOARD 

NAME WHITE WILLIE LEE AIS# 140147 

PAROLE IS THIS DAY ORDERED BY: 

MY REASONS FOR FAVORING PAROLE OF THE PRISONER ARE AS FOLLOWS I 

----- SUBJECT HAS SERVED SUFFICIENT PORTION OF SENTENCE. 
----- INVESTIGATION HAS BEEN MADE OF SUBJECT. ---- SUBJECT'S PAROLE PROGRAM IS ACCEPTABLE. 

----- PRISON AUTHORITY REPORT IS SATISFACTORY. 
----- UPON ACCEPTANCE BY (STATE OF) - 
----- I AM OF THE OPINION THAT THERE IS A REASONABLE PROBABILITY THAT 

IF THE PRISONER IS RELEASED, (HE/SHE) WILL LIVE AND REMAIN AT 
LIBERTY WITHOUT VIOLATING THE LAW, AND THAT (HIS/HER) RELEASE 
IS NOT INCOMPATIBLE WITH THE WELFARE OF SOCIETY. 

----- INTERVIEWING PAROLE OFFICER RECOMMENDS. 
----- OTHER----------------------------------------------------------- 

MEMBER ------------------------------------------------- DATE ---------- 

MY REASONS FOR FAVORING PAROLE OF THE PRISONER ARE AS FOLLOWS: 

----- SUBJECT HAS SERVED SUFFICIENT PORTION OF SENTENCE. 
----- INVESTIGATION HAS BEEN MADE OF SUBJECT. 
----- SUBJECT'S PAROLE PROGRAM IS ACCEPTABLE. 
----- PRISON AUTHORITY REPORT IS SATISFACTORY. 
----- UPON ACCEPTANCE BY (STATE OF) - 
----- I AM OF THE OPINION THAT THERE IS A REASONABLE PROBABILITY THAT 

IF THE PRISONER IS RELEASED, (HE/SHE) WILL LIVE AND REMAIN AT 
LIBERTY WITHOUT VIOLATING THE LAW, AND THAT (HIS/HER) RELEASE 
IS NOT INCOMPATIBLE WITH THE WELFARE OF SOCIETY. 
INTERVIEWING PAROLE OFFICER RECOMMENDS. 

----- 

MEMBER DATE ---------- 
MY REASONS FOR FAVORING PAROLE OF THE PRISONER ARE AS FOLLOWS: 

----- SUBJECT HAS SERVED SUFFICIENT PORTION OF SENTENCE. 
INVESTIGATION HAS BEEN MADE OF SUBJECT. 

----- SUBJECT'S PAROLE PROGRAM IS ACCEPTABLE. 
----- PRISON AUTHORITY REPORT IS SATISFACTORY. 
----- UPON ACCEPTANCE BY (STATE OF) - 

I AM OF THE OPINION THAT THERE IS A REASONABLE PROBABILITY THAT 
IF THE PRISONER IS RELEASED, (HE/SHE) WILL LIVE AND REMAIN AT 
LIBERTY WITHOUT VIOLATING THE LAW, AND THAT (HIS/HER) RELEASE 
IS NOT INCOMPATIBLE WITH THE WELFARE OF SOCIETY. 

----- INTERVIEWING PAROLE OFFICER RECOMMENDS. 
----- 

MEMBER DATE ---------- 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS ---------------------------------------------------- 

----------------------------------------------------------------------- 
CONTINUED TO ---------------------------------------------------------- 

PAROLE IS THIS DAY 
DATE 

3 - 7-66 
RESET 

3-07 
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STAT,) OARD OF PARDONS AND PAROL . 
MONTGOMERY, ALABAMA 

ACTION BY THE BOARD 

NAME WHITE WILLIE LEE AIS# 140147 

PAROLE IS THIS DAY ORDERED BY: 

MY REASONS FOR FAVORING PAROLE OF THE PRISONER ARE AS FOLLOWS: 
----- SUBJECT HAS SERVED SUFFICIENT PORTION OF SENTENCE. 
----- INVESTIGATION HAS BEEN MADE OF SUBJECT. 
----- SUBJECT'S PAROLE PROGRAM IS ACCEPTABLE. 

PRISON AUTHORITY REPORT IS SATISFACTORY. ----- 
----- UPON ACCEPTANCE BY (STATE OF) - 
- I AM OF THE OPINION THAT THERE IS A REASONABLE PROBABILITY THAT ----- 

IF THE PRISONER IS RELEASED, (HE/SHE) WILL LIVE AND REMAIN AT 
LIBERTY WITHOUT VIOLATING THE LAW, AND THAT (HIS/HER) RELEASE 
IS NOT INCOMPATIBLE WITH THE WELFARE OF SOCIETY. 

----- INTERVIEWING PAROLE OFFICER RECOMMENDS. 

MEMBER DATE ---------- 
MY REASONS FOR FAVORING PAROLE OF THE PRISONER ARE AS FOLLOWS: 

- -- SUBJECT HAS SERVED SUFFICIENT PORTION OF SENTENCE. 
INVESTIGATION HAS BEEN MADE OF SUBJECT. 

----- SUBJECT'S PAROLE PROGRAM IS ACCEPTABLE. 
- -  - 

----- PRISON AUTHORITY REPORT IS SATISFACTORY. 
----- UPON ACCEPTANCE BY (STATE OF) - 
----- I AM OF THE OPINION THAT THERE IS A REASONABLE PROBABILITY THAT 

IF THE PRISONER IS RELEASED, (HE/SHE) WILL LIVE AND REMAIN AT 
LIBERTY WITHOUT VIOLATING THE LAW, AND THAT (HIS/HER) RELEASE 
IS NOT INCOMPATIBLE WITH THE WELFARE OF SOCIETY. 

----- INTERVIEWING PAROLE OFFICER RECOMMENDS. 

MEMBER DATE 

MY REASONS FOR FAVORING PAROLE OF THE PRISONER ARE AS FOLLOWS: 

----- SUBJECT HAS SERVED SUFFICIENT PORTION OF SENTENCE. 
----- INVESTIGATION HAS BEEN MADE OF SUBJECT. 

SUBJECT'S PAROLE PROGRAM IS ACCEPTABLE. 
----- PRISON AUTHORITY REPORT IS SATISFACTORY. 
----- UPON ACCEPTANCE BY (STATE OF) - 
----- I AM OF THE OPINION THAT THERE IS A REASONABLE PROBABILITY THAT 

IF THE PRISONER IS RELEASED, (HE/SHE) WILL LIVE AND REMAIN AT 
LIBERTY WITHOUT VIOLATING THE LAW, AND THAT (HIS/HER) RELEASE 
IS NOT INCOMPATIBLE WITH THE WELFARE OF SOCIETY. 
INTERVIEWING PAROLE OFFICER RECOMMENDS. 

----- 

MEMBER ................................................. DATE ---------- 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS 

PAROLE IS THIS DAY 
DATE 

7-7-656 
BY: 

------------- 

RESET 

3-09 

EXHIBIT rn 
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ALABAMA BOARD OF PARDONS AND PAROLES 
RULES, REGULATIONS, AND PROCEDURES 

Preamble 

Article One Intake 

Article Two Rescheduling of Consideration 

Article Three Dockets 

Article Four Notice of Hearings 

Article Five Preliminary Review of Docketed Cases 

Article Six Board Action on Pardons, Paroles, Remissions of Fines and Forfeitures and Conditional Transfers 

Article Seven Certification and Reconsideration 

Artic!e_Eight Pardons 

Article Nine Remissions of Fines 

Article Ten Remissions of Forfeitures 

Article Eleven Parole Violations 

Article Twelve Parole Court Hearings 

A.rti.c!.e ....Th irteen Parole Court Reports 

Article Fourteen Board Action Subsequent to Parole Court 

Article Fifteen Records 

Article-Sixteen Flexibility in Responding to Crises 

Article Seventeen Organizatin of Panels 

Board Order 

Preamble 

These Operating Procedures guide .the Board and its staff in performing the duties imposed by law. 
These Procedures are published in order to aid .the public in sharing the Board's understanding of 
the applicable statutes, and in order to afford notice to the public of the Board's interpretation of 

Case 2:07-cv-01080-MHT-TFM     Document 35-3      Filed 04/01/2008     Page 2 of 32



Rules Regs Procedures Page 2 of 24 

those statutes. 

Adoption of these Procedures repealed all other procedural rules regulating the Board's operations. 
In order to afford notice to the public of the procedures followed by this Board, we hereby publish 
these Procedures for the information of interested individuals. These procedures afford notice to the 
public of the steps necessary to present a case to the Board for decision. 

These Operating Procedures are not intended to, and do not, create any substantive legal rights for 
any person. These Operating Procedures are designed to guide the Board's staff in preparing cases 
for the Board's consideration. To the extent that the Board may lawfully delegate discretion to its 
staff, these Operating Procedures guide the staff in exercising their discretion. The Board's staff will 
exercise that discretion to benefit the public in general, but these Operating Procedures do not create 
a duty owed to any individual. The staff is accountable to the Board, rather than to any individual. 

The Executive Director and the division chiefs subordinate to him are authorized to develop 
standard operating procedure manuals, providing more detailed guidance to employees about the 
performance of their duties. Such manuals shall guide the employees as they perform the various 
duties assigned to them. 

Nothing in these Procedures shall be construed to conflict with the Constitution or laws of Alabama. 
Nothing in these Procedures shall be construed to create or recognize any liberty or property interest 
in a prisoner's desire to be paroled. This Board construes the statutes regulating pardons and paroles 
in Alabama as demonstrating a clear legislative intent not to create such an entitlement. 

The provisions of these Procedures should be construed as race and gender neutral. This Board 
intends to apply its discretion on the facts of each case, without taking into account facts that have 
no bearing on its assessment of society's welfare. The authority exercised by the Board's staff will 
likewise be based on the facts of each case. 

The staff of this department is authorized to develop standard forms to document the official acts of 
this department, including forms for prisoners, parolees, or the public to use in seeking action by the 
Board. Any employee developing a form shall submit it to the Executive Director and the Chief 
Counsel for their approval. Any form approved by these two individuals jointly may be used, 
without seeking an Order from the Board approving the form. 

The Board is open for business from 8:00 a.m. until 5:00 p.m. on regular business days of State 
government. It normally meets in the Central Office Board Room. During any period that Special 
Members may serve, the Board may convene in panels, with one panel meeting at the Central Office 
and the second meeting at the alternate site leased by the Board. The three Regular Members of the 
Board, who are responsible for administering the agency, convene at 8:00 a.m. daily, or as soon 
thereafter as a quorum may be assembled, for the purpose of setting policy, serving as appointing 
authority, approving contracts and performing other administrative duties. The Regular Board may 
recess from time to time through the day in order for its members to serve on panels for 
consideration of clemency matters. 

Case 2:07-cv-01080-MHT-TFM     Document 35-3      Filed 04/01/2008     Page 3 of 32



Rules Regs Procedures Page 3 of 2, 

Article One 

Intake 

1. As soon as practical after a prisoner is sentenced to prison, the Central Office staff shall 
prepare a file on the case. The appropriate field office(s) will be directed to forward a copy of 
any investigations to the Central Office. If no investigation has been done at that point, the 
field office shall promptly conduct its investigation and submit its report. When the 
appropriate investigations are in the file, the Board's designee shall study the file and 
schedule initial parole monthly docket. There shall be no presumption that the Board will 
grant parole. 

2. The Board's designee shall calculate the date at which a majority of the Board may act. In 
doing so, the total term of the prisoner's sentences shall be taken into account. A majority of 
the Board may lawfully grant parole after the prisoner has served one third of his sentence, or 
ten years, whichever is lesser. If a prisoner is serving one or more sentences at the time he 
commits his crime, the designee shall also calculate one third or ten years of the new 
sentence, calculated from the date of the new sentence, with any applicable credits, and shall 
determine which of the two calculations results in the later date. The later of the two dates 
shall control. 

3. The Board's designee shall also determine whether correctional incentive time has been 
applied by the Department of Corrections. If correctional incentive time is applied, that fact 
shall be taken into account in scheduling initial parole consideration. 

4. A staff member designated by the Board shall also determine whether the investigation repor 
is sufficient for Board action. If significant information is lacking, this designee shall direct 
the field office to provide further information. 

If a prisoner is receiving correctional incentive time, his initial parole consideration shall be 
scheduled as follows: (a) for terms of five years or less, set on current docket. (b) for terms o 
five to ten years, schedule initial parole consideration approximately twelve months prior to 
the minimum release date; (c) for terms of more than ten years and up to fifteen years, 
schedule initial parole consideration approximately twenty-four months prior to the minimun 
release date; (d) for total terms in excess of fifteen years, schedule initial parole consideratio! 
approximately thirty-six months prior to the minimum release date. The Board recognizes thi 
most prisoners convicted of particularly violent or severe offenses, or with extensive crimina 
histories, or displaying a great propensity for future violence, or with significant community 
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opposition are unlikely to receive a sentence subject to this provision. 

6. If the controlling sentence is not subject to correctional incentive time, initial parole 
consideration shall be scheduled as soon as practicable after the prisoner will become eligible 
for release by majority vote, unless the Board's designee finds other factors that indicate 
another docket would be more appropriate. In assessing the suitability of the majority vote 
set, the designee will examine the offender's prior record, the nature and severity of the 
present offense, the potential for future violence, and any information available regarding 
community attitude toward the offender. If the designee finds mitigating circumstances, the 
designee may recommend scheduling initial parole consideration earlier than the majority 
vote eligibility date; however, reasons for departure fi-om the standard shall be documented in 
the file, and any such recommendation will be referred to the Review Committee for action. 

7. When an inmate is convicted of one or more of the Class A felonies Rape I, Robbery I with 
serious physical injury, Kidnapping I, Murder, Burglary I with serious physical injury, 
Attempted Murder, Sodomy I, Arson I with serious physical injury, or Sexual Torture (who 
are eligible for parole), the initial parole consideration date shall be set in conjunction with 
the inmate's completion of 85 (eighty-five) per cent of his or her total sentence or 15 (fifteen) 
years, whichever is less, unless the designee finds mitigating circumstances. Serious physical 
injury in this paragraph is as defined in title 13A of the Alabama Code. 

8. If the designee finds mitigating circumstances that appear to warrant a deviation from the 
guidelines, the designee shall document those circumstances, together with a recommendatior 
for scheduling of consideration. In assessing the suitability of the standard set, the designee 
will examine the offender's prior record, the nature and severity of the present offense, the 
potential for future violence, and any information available regarding community attitude 
toward the offender. Any recommendation by the designee scheduling initial parole 
consideration, so as to schedule such consideration earlier or later than the most easily 
calculated set date, shall be supported by a memorandum setting forth the factors considered 
and the reasons for the deviation. This memorandum shall be placed in the file for the 
consideration of the Review Committee and the Board. The Review Committee shall 
schedule initial parole consideration in cases where the designee has recommended a 
deviation from the guidelines. 

9. If the only sentence imposed on a prisoner is a split sentence, the Board will defer to the 
sentencing court to determine when the prisoner is ready for release. If the prisoner is serving 
a split sentence and one or more other sentences, the Board will exercise jurisdiction only 
over those other sentences to determine whether parole is consistent with society's welfare. 

10. If a prisoner is serving two or more sentences, and the law authorizes parole consideration or 
some, but not all of his sentences, then he shall be scheduled for parole consideration on thos 
sentences over which the Board has jurisdiction. 
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Article Two 

Rescheduling of Consideration 

1. After a prisoner has served a minimum of five years, he may initiate contact with designated 
officers in the Board's Central Office, who may review the prisoner's progress to determine 
whether it may be appropriate to schedule earlier parole consideration. Such a rescheduling 
may be granted only for good cause shown and circumstances bearing on his probability to 
succeed on parole, not merely because the prisoner is following the rules in prison. If, after 
appropriate inquiry or investigation, the officer or agent is persuaded that earlier consideratiol 
may be proper, he may refer the matter to the Review Committee for consideration. He shall 
enter in the file the facts supporting his recommendation. 

2. Cases involving inmates facing imminent death may be referred to the Review Committee at 
any time. 

3. The Review Committee shall consist of no fewer than five members designated by the Board 
Three members constitute a panel. The members shall be senior staff or employees having 
five years or more experience in the Central Office. 

4. The Review Committee may review any cases referred to them for earlier parole 
consideration, and determine whether it appears to be consistent with society's interest to 
schedule earlier parole consideration. If at least three Committee members reviewing a case 
concur in the action, they may reschedule parole consideration earlier than the docket 
previously set. They shall enter into the file a written statement of the action taken and the 
reasons for that action, and shall indicate which members of the Committee favored or 
declined to favor the action. The Review Committee's actions shall take effect immediately. 

5. The Executive Director or the Chief Counsel may refer any case to the Review Committee t( 
consider whether rescheduling of consideration is appropriate, notwithstanding any other 
provision in these Operating Procedures. 

6. The Review Committee shall not review any case after the Board has denied or revoked 
parole on the sentences being served, except as provided herein. 

7. If the Board has denied or revoked parole, and scheduled the next consideration three years 
or more after denial or revocation, the Committee may consider earlier scheduling, but such 
review shall not begin earlier than eighteen months after the Board has denied or revoked 
parole. 
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Article Three 

Dockets 

1. The Board will not consider or decide whether to order or grant any pardon, parole, 
conditional transfer or remission, except in an open public meeting. The Board will not 
entertain any case, unless that case is on the Board's docket for that meeting, as provided 
herein. Individual Board members will not meet or discuss with any person(s) other than 
departmental staff regarding any specific Board action outside an open public meeting. 

2. The docket unit shall schedule cases in advance of the meeting, so as to permit statutory 
notices to be sent and received, in the normal course of business, more than thirty days prior 
to the meeting. 

3. Before the docket unit sets a parole consideration case on a docket for consideration by .the 
Board, a designated officer will determine whether a parole officer has interviewed the 
prisoner not more than three months prior to the open public meeting date. If there is no 
current interview in the file, this designee will direct an institutional parole officer to conduct 
the interview. The parole officer conducting this interview shall review the institutional file tc 
evaluate his adjustment, and shall afford the prisoner an opportunity to make a statement 
regarding his current situation and his proposed plans for life after prison. The parole officer 
shall provide a form to the prisoner, so that he may submit information about his home and 
job plan. 

4. Four weeks in advance of each docketed meeting, a printed docket shall be available to the 
members of the Board, so they can know which files to study in preparation for that meeting. 
The printed docket shall identify the date, time and place of the meeting it refers to. The 
docket shall also specify whether it is a docket of parole consideration, pardon consideration, 

I conditional transfer, or remission consideration cases. The docket shall also specify whether 
, is a docket of cases requiring unanimity to grant or of cases involving Class "A" felonies wit! 

injury. Each prisoner on the docket shall be identified by name and identifying number. Eack 
week's docket shall be available to the public upon request. 

As the Board considers each case and takes action, their Secretary shall note on the Docket 
whether the relief is ordered or denied. If, at the conclusion of the day's meeting, the Board 
has not ordered relief to any candidate or the case has not been continued, the relief is deem€ 
denied. A completed copy of the Docket, reflecting the actions taken, shall be included in tk 
Board's Minutes for the meeting. The Minutes of each open public meeting shall be read an( 
approved by the sitting Board members at the conclusion of that meeting. Each member in 
attendance and the Secretary for the meeting shall sign the Minute Entries, reflecting the 
actions taken in that meeting. The Board's Minute Books are a public record. 
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6. When the Board denies relief without specifjring when a case may be docketed, it will be 
rescheduled at the discretion of the Board's designee. 

Article Four 

Notice of Hearings 

1. The Alabama Code specifies the public officials and individuals who are entitled to notice of 
meetings at which the Board considers and takes action to grant pardons, paroles, conditional 
transfer or remissions. The Alabama Code, $5 15-22-23 and 15-22-36, requires that notice be 
sent on any felonies involving violence, death, or any physical injury to the person of another 

2. If the victim entitled to notice is a minor, unless some other person or entity (including a 
State or public agency) is the legal guardian, the notice shall be directed to the minor in care 
of the custodial parent. If some other person is the legal guardian, the notice shall be directed 
to the minor in care of the guardian. 

3. If the victim was a minor at the time of the offense, but has attained majority by the time 
notice is to be sent, the notice should be directed to the victim. 

4. If the victim is deceased, the law provides that notice shall be sent to the victim's immediate 
family. The members of the "immediate family" shall be identified as of the time of the 
victim's death. 

5. If the victim is a minor at the time of death, his parents and his siblings are in his immediate 
family. 

6. If the victim is married at the time of death, the surviving spouse is in his immediate family, 
to the exclusion of his parents and siblings. 

7. If minor children survive the victim, they are in his immediate family. 

8. If the victim is an adult at the time of his death, but is not married and leaves no children, an 
is survived by his parents, they are regarded as his immediate family. 

9. In any other case, a relative of the victim shall be notified of the action being considered. 
Reasonable steps should be taken to identi@ a relative reasonably close to the definition of 
immediate family. 

10. The victim service office of this department shall have primary responsibility for identifjring 
and locating the individuals who should receive notice. The victim service office will infom 
victims of the importance the Board places on their concerns as well as public safety. 

Case 2:07-cv-01080-MHT-TFM     Document 35-3      Filed 04/01/2008     Page 8 of 32



Rules Regs Procedures Page 8 of 2 

11. Any employee of this department assigned to identify and locate an individual entitled to 
notice shall document the steps taken to accomplish that goal. If unable to identify or locate a 
victim, or if it is not otherwise possible to notify a person entitled to receive notice, a 
certificate of due diligence shall be executed by an employee of the department certifying tha 
the victim can not be located and detailing the steps taken to locate the victim. This certificatt 
of due diligence form will become a part of the Board file and the Board will proceed with .th 
hearing. 

12. Victims who decline to be notified through certified mail will be certified as a due diligence 
case. 

Article Five 

Preliminary Review of Docketed Cases 

1. After each consideration docket is prepared, a Board designee shall review each case on the 
docket and ensure that all necessary information and documents are in the file. 

2. Before the docketed cases are referred to the Board for their preliminary review, the file shal 
contain a thorough statement of the offender's personal and social history, his criminal 
history, the details of offense for each sentence under consideration, an assessment of his 
adjustment during the sentence, a proposed home and job program, and evidence that the 
statutory notices have been delivered or have been sent. 

3. Members of the Board shall review the file individually. Any notes that a Board member ma 
make in such review shall be for his private reference, and shall not be included in the 
department's file pertaining to the case. No member of the Board will discuss any case or 
share his notes on the case with a colleague on the Board, prior to the meeting at which the 
matter is scheduled to be considered. 

4. Any member of the Board may order an investigation of any matter that may bear on the 
Board's decision. 

5.  Before the date the case is docketed for consideration, the Board designee shall ensure that 
the proposed home and job program has been requested. If the parole plan has not been 
verified before or during the Board hearing, parole may be denied and rescheduled by the 
Board in compliance with these rules. 
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Board Action on Pardons, Paroles, Remissions of Fines and Forfeitures and Conditional Transfers 

1. On the date set for consideration, the Board will convene its open public meeting at the 
appointed place, at the appointed time or as soon thereafter as practicable. 

2. When the Board convenes its open public meeting to consider the matters on its docket, the 
bailiff shall notifjr all persons in the waiting rooms that the Board is convening to hear all 
business that may properly come before it, and that the meeting is open to the public. 

3. The Board will consider each case on the docket in such order as the Board may direct. 

4. All persons giving testimony before the Board shall testify under oath or affirmation. 

5. The individuals asking the Board to grant relief will be afforded the first opportunity to state 
the reasons relief ought to be granted. The officials and individuals entitled to notice under 
the statute will next be afforded an opportunity to express their views. The Board may, in its 
discretion, permit any other person to offer information that might be helpful in making its 
decision. If any member of the Board sees a need to do so, the Board may recess while a 
member of the staff interviews an individual to determine whether that individual should be 
asked or allowed to testify. The Board may question any person appearing before them. If a 
member of the Board desires information from any person not present, the Board may recess 
while the Board's staff seeks to contact that person. 

6. After the Board has received the available information, the Chair or other member presiding 
shall ask whether the Board is ready to take action. If any member is not ready to take action, 
he shall state whether additional information is needed, and if so, what that information migh 
be. If the needed information cannot be obtained during the meeting, the Board shall decide 
whether to proceed without that information or to schedule another meeting. 

7. If any Board member desires, the Board may discuss the case before taking action. When th 
Board is prepared to take action, the members shall enter into the file .their votes for or again 
the relief sought. Any member favoring the order of relief shall enter into the file a detailed 
written statement of the reasons that they believe the relief is proper. 

8. If the requisite number of votes have been cast in favor of the relief, that shall constitute an 
order for .the relief, which shall become effective if not withdrawn by the Board in a timely 
manner. 

9. If a quorum may grant relief and the Board members present are evenly divided the case sha 
be continued to a date certain and that date shall be announced in the open public meeting. 
The Secretary shall announce that the case will be taken up again at the appointed public 
meeting. Only one continuance shall be scheduled. 

10. When each Board member has entered his vote, or declined to do so, the Secretary of the 
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Board shall determine whether the requisite number of affirmative votes appears of record and 
that the record contains the detailed statements of each affirmative voting Board member's 
reasons for ordering the relief and that the order is accurately executed including proper dates 
If so, the Secretary shall announce that the Board has ordered the relief sought. If not, the 
Secretary shall announce that the relief has been denied. 

1 1. If parole has been denied, the Board shall determine whether and when the case shall next be 
docketed for consideration, not to exceed five (5) years. The case will be considered again as 
near as practicable to the specified month and year. 

12. If at any time a quorum is not present, the Board shall stand in recess until a quorum is 
present. If a quorum is not present at the end of the day, or if it becomes apparent that a 
quorum probably will not be present that day, all cases that have not been decided shall be 
rescheduled for further consideration as early as is practicable, consistent with statutory 
requirements. 

13. If only two members of the Board are present to hear a case requiring unanimous approval, 
the Board may pass over that case to hear other cases on the docket, pending arrival of the 
remaining member. If the third member does not return that day, the Board may offer those 
present an opportunity to express their views, and the two members present may ask 
questions, but the two members shall not deliberate in the absence of the third member. The 
case shall be continued to a date certain, which shall be announced in open public meeting, at 
which time the entire Board will take action. Only one continuance shall be scheduled. In the 
event that the Board is unable to decide the case on the date specified, the case shall be 
rescheduled for further consideration as early as is practicable, consistent with statutory 
requirements. 

Article Seven 

Certification and Reconsideration 

1. After the Board has entered an order of a pardon, parole, conditional transfer or remission, 
the Board's Secretary shall review the file to ensure that the requisite number of affirmative 
votes appear of record and that the record contains the detailed statements of each affirrnatiw 
voting member's reasons for ordering the relief. 

2. If, prior to the effect of the certificate of relief, good cause is found by Board staff that 
suggests the relief could be held null and void, such cause shall be documented and placed ir 
the file and the case should be returned to the Board for rescheduling. 

3. Any member of the Board may void his own vote to order relief prior to the effect of the 
certificate of relief. If any member of the Board voids his order for relief, the case shall be 
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docketed for reconsideration. Each party entitled to notice pursuant to 9 15-22-23 and 5 15-22-36 
shall be afforded notice of the reconsideration meeting and afforded an opportunity to express 
their views. This meeting shall be scheduled as early as practicable. The order previously 
entered shall be stayed pending such reconsideration. 

4. All official orders of the Board granting pardons, paroles, and/or restorations of civil and 
political rights, remissions of fines and forfeitures, and conditional transfers of prisoners shall 
be certified by the Executive Director, except as provided herein. In the absence of the 
Executive Director such certification shall be by his designee or by a member of the Board. 
The certificate shall bear the seal of this department as evidence that it represents the official 
act of the Board of Pardons and Paroles. 

5. If additional facts come to the attention of the Executive Director or his designee or any 
member of the Board, subsequent to execution of the certificate but prior to its taking effect, 
that could result in the grant being rescinded, such official may order, in writing, that the 
effective date of such certificate or the delivery of such certificate be stayed pending further 
review by each individual member of the Board who voted in the affirmative. A record of 
such information shall be entered into the file. 

6. If, after each individual member of the Board who voted in the affirmative has reviewed sucl 
information as provided in section three (3) above, the record still contains the requisite 
number of votes favoring the order, the stay shall be vacated, and the certificate shall be 
delivered and become effective. 

7. If an order to parole is withdrawn pursuant to this article, that case should be rescheduled for 
further consideration approximately twelve months after the order is withdrawn, unless the 
Board orders otherwise. 

8. After the certificate is executed a letter will be sent to each person specified by $9 15-22-23 
and 15-22-36, advising them that the relief has been granted and informing them of the 
conditions applicable to the grant. 

Article Eight 

Pardons 

1. Except as provided in the Alabama Code or in these rules, the procedure for deciding whethe 
to grant a pardon shall be the same as the procedure for deciding whether to grant a parole. 

2. No pardon application shall be considered, except at the request of the person whose 
conviction is at issue. 

http ://m.pardons.state .al.us/ALABPPMain/Rules. html 
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3. This Board will entertain petitions for pardon from convictions in the courts of the State of 
Alabama for violations of State law. The mayors of the respective municipalities in Alabama 
have jurisdiction to pardon violations of municipal ordinances. Convictions for violation of 
municipal ordinances are not considered to be criminal convictions.. This Board will also 
entertain petitions for pardon from convictions in the courts of the United States or of other 
States, if the petitioner is, at the time of application and at the time of consideration, a residen 
of Alabama. 

4. The procedures set out herein apply to applicants who have either completed their sentence c 
who have successfully served at least three years on parole for that sentence. All other cases 
are governed by specific statutory provisions. 

5. The applicant must fully cooperate with this department's investigation of his criminal 
history, his personal and social history, and the circumstances of the crime in question. 

6. When the application and necessary investigations are complete, the case will be docketed fo 
consideration. The general rules for docketing and notification apply. 

7. If the Board grants a pardon, the Board will also decide whether to restore any or all civil an( 
political rights lost as a result of the conviction. Civil and political rights are not restored 
unless the Board affirmatively votes to do so. As required by law, the members of the Board 
favoring the grant of relief shall enter in the file a detailed written statement of the reasons 
supporting that decision. 

8. If the Board declines to grant a pardon, or to restore any or all civil and political rights, that 
applicant may not apply again until at least two years have passed from the date of the Board 
action, unless otherwise expressly ordered by the Board. 

9. Any application for pardon prior to completion of sentence or three years of successful par01 
shall adhere to requirements of 5 15-22-36, to include written approval of the judge or district 
attorney 

10. If the Board's designee finds that the statutory jurisdictional requirements are met, the case 
will be docketed for the Board's consideration. The general rules of procedure applicable to 
other cases apply to the meeting or meetings at which the Board considers such case. If the 
Board orders that the pardon be granted, the order will be made a matter of public record. 

11. The pardon procedures will apply to a request for a Certificate of Eligibility to Register to 
Vote, except where superceded by Ala. Code 15-22-36.1. This code section specifies certain 
procedures and requirements that must be met, as a matter of law. 

Article Nine 
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Remissions of Fines 

1. The same general procedures followed for consideration of pardons or paroles shall apply to 
remissions of fines, except as specified herein. 

2. This Board will exercise this power only in cases to which the State of Alabama is a party. 

3. An individual seeking remission of a fine shall file an application on a form approved by this 
department. The application shall contain a short and plain statement of the reasons that the 
applicant believes it would be just for this Board to remit some or all of the fine imposed 
against him. 

4. The applicant shall cooperate in this department's investigation of the matter, and shall 
provide information about his personal, social and criminal history, the details of the offense, 
and the applicant's economic status. 

5. The investigating officer shall contact the sentencing judge and the district attorney or their 
successors and solicit their input. 

6 .  When the Board deliberates, they shall consider whether to deny remission entirely, to remit 
a portion of the fine (and, if so, what portion), or to remit the entire fine. Unless a majority of 
the Board agrees to a specific grant of relief, all relief is denied. No offender shall be 
permitted to file a subsequent petition for remission in the same case after the Board decides 
his case. 

7. If the Board agrees to grant a remission, each member of the Board favoring the grant shall 
enter into the file a detailed statement of his reasons for favoring such remission. The 
remission order shall specify what portion of the fine is remitted. 

8. The Executive Director, or in his absence, his designee or a Board member shall issue a 
certificate, evidencing the Board's order to remit some or all of the fine. The certificate shall 
plainly express the terms of .the Board's order. The certificate shall also state that the order 
will not be valid unless the beneficiary pays the court costs in the referenced case within 
sixty-three days of the date the certificate is issued. 

Article Ten 

Remissions of Forfeitures 

1 .  The same general procedures followed for consideration of pardons or paroles shall apply to 
remissions of forfeitures, except as specified herein. 
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2. This Board will exercise this power only in cases to which the State of Alabama is a party. 

3.  An individual seeking a remission of forfeiture shall file an application on a form approved 
by this department. The application shall contain a short and plain statement of the reasons 
that the applicant believes it would be just for this Board to remit some or all of the forfeiture 
imposed against him. 

4. No application will be considered unless the principal has been convicted of the underlying 
offense. No application will be considered unless the principal and the sureties join in the 
application. 

5. The applicants shall cooperate in this department's investigation of the matter. In addition to 
the usual information about the applicant's personal, social and criminal history and the 
details of the offense, the investigation shall provide a clear picture of the applicants' 
economic status. 

6. The investigating officer shall contact the sentencing judge and the district attorney or their 
successors and solicit their input. 

7. When the Board deliberates, they shall consider whether to deny remission entirely, to remit 
a portion of the forfeiture (and, if so, what portion), or to remit the entire forfeiture. Unless a 
majority of the Board agrees to a specific order of relief, all relief is denied. No applicant ma! 
submit a subsequent petition for relief in the same case after the Board makes its decision. 

8. If the Board agrees to grant a remission, each member of the Board favoring the grant shall 
enter into the file a detailed statement of his reasons for favoring such remission. The 
remission order shall specify what portion of the forfeiture is remitted. 

9. The Executive Director or in his absence his designee or a Board member shall issue 
certificates, evidencing the Board's order to remit some or all of the forfeiture. The 
certificates shall plainly express the terms of the Board's order. The certificates shall also 
state that the order will not be valid unless the beneficiary pays the court costs in the 
referenced case within sixty-three days of the date the certificate is issued. The principal and 
each surety named in the forfeiture action shall each receive an original certificate, bearing 
the signature of the Executive Director or other designated officer and the seal of the Board c 
Pardons and Paroles. 

Article Eleven 

Parole Violations 

1. A parole officer who has received information indicating that a parolee under his supervisic 
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may have violated a condition of parole should investigate the alleged violation in a timely 
manner. The thoroughness of the investigation shall be proportionate to the seriousness of the 
alleged violation. 

2. After investigating the alleged violation and determining that the allegations are well 
founded, the parole officer shall submit a written report to Field Services Division. The parolc 
officer should make a preliminary determination of the seriousness of the charges. If the 
parole officer believes no further action is required, he may report the investigation in the 
"Notice of Violation" format. If the parole officer believes further action is appropriate, he 
should report the investigation in the "Report of Parole Violation" format. 

3. If the parole officer has reason to believe that the public would be endangered or that the 
parolee would abscond supervision if the parolee is left at liberty pending further action, he 
may issue an "authorization to arrest" writ and cause the parolee to be held in the local count) 
jail. 

4. The Executive Director or other designated officer will review notices and reports of parole 
violation when received by Field Services. The reviewing officer will determine whether 
there is reasonable cause to believe the parolee has violated the terms of his parole in an 
important respect. The reviewing officer shall base his decision on facts appearing in the 
record. If he relies on any facts outside of the delinquency report, he shall document those 
facts in the record. The reviewing officer shall decide whether the alleged violation is 
sufficiently serious to warrant referral to the Board for declaration of delinquency and/or to 
the Parole Court for hearing. The reviewing officer shall also determine whether the alleged 
violation is sufficiently serious to authorize the Department of Corrections to issue a fugitive 
warrant. Notice bearing the signature of the Executive Director or his designee shall be 
forwarded to the Department of Corrections authorizing the issuing of a fugitive warrant. 

5. The charges may be referred to the Parole Court for hearing prior to the decision to refer to 
the Board for declaration of delinquency and/or prior to the decision to authorize the 
Department of Corrections to issue a fugitive warrant. In such event, the Executive Director 
or other designated officer shall direct the investigating parole officer to direct the parolee to 
appear before the Parole Court for an evidentiary hearing. 

6. The decision whether to incarcerate the parolee pending Parole Court may be reconsidered a 
any point in the process. 

7. The Board retains jurisdiction to reconsider whether to enter a declaration of delinquency at 
any point in the process. 

8. The officer submitting the delinquency report shall coordinate with the regional Hearing 
Officer to schedule Parole Court. The Hearing Officer, in cooperation with Field Services, 
may assign a case to a designated parole officer for hearing. 

9. After the case is docketed for Parole Court, Field Services shall also docket the case for the 
Board to decide whether the parolee should be declared delinquent. Declarations of 
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delinquency should be docketed on a weekly basis, unless the Board has no regularly scheduled 
meetings during a particular week. Field Services will notifjr .the Department of Corrections 
of the date the Board declares a parolee delinquent. 

Article Twelve 

Parole Court Hearings 

1. The Board has, pursuant to law, appointed or designated officers to hold parole court and to 
determine the facts pertaining to alleged parole violations. These hearing officers are 
authorized to determine whether the parolee is guilty, as well as to determine whether there is 
probable cause to detain the parolee pending final resolution of the charges. 

2. The Board prefers to have a single fact-finding hearing, at which the Hearing Officer will 
decide whether parole violation charges are proven or not, evidence in mitigation will be 
heard, and the Hearing Officer will determine whether it is appropriate to continue detaining 
the parolee pending the Board's decision on revocation. However, the Hearing Officer may 
determine whether probable cause exists to detain the parolee, and continue the hearing until , 

later date for determination of guilt. The evidence taken at the preliminary hearing, if 
admissible, shall be considered in the determination of guilt. If there is no reasonable cause tc 
detain the parolee pending further hearing, the Board shall be promptly so notified in writing, 

3. The investigating parole officer shall provide the parolee with a copy of the Report or Notice 
containing the charges prior to or contemporaneously with notice of the date, time and place 
of Parole Court, whether the parolee is incarcerated or not. If the parolee is not incarcerated, 
the parole officer may deliver these documents by U.S. mail, addressed to the parolee's 
address of record (as reflected in the parole officer's supervision notes). The officer serving 
these papers shall return a written certificate of service to the Parole Court. 

4. The Hearing Officer may accept a knowing, intelligent guilty plea to parole violation 
charges. Before doing so, he shall ensure that the parolee is aware of the specific charges, an1 
understands the rights he waives by entering such plea. The Hearing Officer shall not accept 
guilty plea unless the parolee does, in fact, acknowledge that he violated the conditions of 
parole. The Hearing Officer shall document the facts admitted by the parolee. 

5. The parolee is responsible for notifjring his counsel and his witnesses of the date, time and 
place of the Parole Court hearing. He is also responsible for forwarding a copy of the charge 
to his counsel. The parole officer is not forbidden fiom contacting counsel or witnesses as a 
courtesy to the parolee, nor is the parole officer prohibited fiom providing copies of the 
charges or other documents pertaining to Parole Court to the parolee's counsel. Papers will 1 
served on the parolee, either by personal service or by mail to ensure that he has received 
reasonable notice of the charges and the proceedings. 
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6. The Parole Court hearing officer may exercise reasonable discretion if any party or witness 
requests a continuance of a hearing. The entire hearing may be rescheduled, or the Parole 
Court may hear such evidence as is available and continue the hearing for krther evidence, a: 
may best serve the ends of justice. If the parolee requests a continuance and the continuance i; 
denied, the Parole Court should enter the request and stated grounds in the record. The Parole 
Court should also state the reasons for denying the request. 

7. The Hearing Officer shall preside over the hearing and govern its conduct. The Hearing 
Officer shall ensure that the record accurately reflects all necessary notices and that the recorc 
accurately reflects compliance with all procedural safeguards. A Probation and Parole Officer 
shall present the case of the alleged parole violations. The parolee shall be allowed to cross- 
examine witnesses accusing him, unless the Hearing Officer specifically finds good cause to 
believe the witness would be endangered by confrontation. If confrontation is disallowed, the 
Hearing Officer will make reasonable efforts to balance the parolee's need for cross- 
examination. The parolee shall be allowed to present evidence in his own defense, either 
personally or through counsel. The parolee's witnesses shall be subject to cross-examination. 
The Hearing Officer may question any witness, and should permit each side to ask follow-up 
questions. 

8. The investigating parole officer shall present the evidence supporting the parole violation 
charges. The parole officer shall question any witnesses other than himself. The parole officer 
may testify in narrative format if he is a competent witness as to any issue. The parole officer 
may also question witnesses testifying in the parolee's defense. All witnesses against the 
parolee are subject to cross-examination. The Parole Court may exercise reasonable discretio~ 
in deciding whether to question witnesses, in order to arrive at the truth. The Parole Court 
may exercise reasonable discretion to disallow any question that seeks to elicit information 
not pertinent to the issues, or which tends to be abusive. The Parole Court should include in 
the record any questions disallowed and the reasons for the ruling. 

9. For purposes of determining whether probable cause exists, the Hearing Officer may conside 
any relevant information, including hearsay. For purposes of determining guilt, the Hearing 
Officer shall consider any evidence that would be admissible under either the Alabama Rules 
of Evidence or the Federal Rules of Evidence. The Hearing Officer may also consider any 
other evidence that appears to be reliable and probative. Commonly accepted treatises on 
evidence, including Gamble's, McElroy7s, Wigmore's and McCormick's, should be 
considered persuasive authority for admission of evidence. If the Hearing Officer relies on 
evidence that does not appear to be admissible under the rules of evidence, the Hearing 
Officer should explain the reasons that he considers it to be reliable. 

10. The Parole Court shall allow the parolee great leeway in presenting information that may be 
considered as mitigating circumstances. For purposes of mitigation, the Hearing Officer shal 
consider any information offered by the parolee. Any objections shall go to the weight of th 
evidence, not to its admissibility. 

11. The Hearing Officer shall take judicial notice of conditions of parole imposed by this Board I 
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or by another State pursuant to the Interstate Compact. The parolee may introduce evidence that 
he was not aware of a condition. The Hearing Officer shall take judicial notice of the laws of 
the State of Alabama. In the absence of proof to the contrary, the Hearing Officer may rely or 
a copy of a municipal ordinance or of a statute of another jurisdiction as evidence of the law 
in that jurisdiction. The Hearing Officer may presume, in the absence of proof to the contrary 
that each municipality in Alabama has adopted an ordinance incorporating the penal 
provisions of the Alabama Code into its municipal law. The Hearing Officer may accept a 
certified copy of a judgment of conviction as conclusive evidence that the parolee is guilty of 
violating a law, provided that, in the case of a conviction in municipal court or district court, 
the time for appealing to circuit court for trial de novo had run before the certification was 
issued. 

12. The Hearing Officer may determine that a parolee is guilty of violating a law, but that the 
offense was less than that named in the delinquency report. The Hearing Officer may also 
determine that a parolee is guilty of violating a law other than that named in the delinquency 
report, if the report provided fair notice to the parolee of the wronghl behavior at issue. The 
Hearing Officer may determine that a parolee is guilty of violating a condition of parole other 
than that named in the delinquency report, if the report provided fair notice to the parolee of 
the wrongful behavior at issue. 

Article Thirteen 

Parole Court Reports 

1. The Hearing Officer shall file a detailed written report, detailing the evidence considered anc 
deciding the facts. The report shall also state what evidence was relied upon in the findings o: 
facts. The report shall clearly state whether each charge was proven or not. If the parolee is 
found guilty of violating the terms of his parole, the Hearing Officer shall also include in his 
report a detailed assessment of the mitigating circumstances. The Hearing Officer shall then 
recommend whether parole should be revoked or reinstated. The parolee shall be provided a 
copy of the Hearing Officer's Findings of Fact and Recommendation. The Hearing Officer's 
report shall detail the reasons supporting his recommendation. This report shall also apprise 
the parolee of his right to promptly submit written comments or objections for the Board's 
consideration. The Parole Court hearing officer is responsible for ensuring that a copy of the 
report is served on the parolee, and shall return a certificate of service to the Parole Court 
Docket Clerk verifying the date of service. 

2. The written report is the official record of the Parole Court Hearing. 

3. If the Parole Court determines that no charges have been proven, but that there is probable 
cause to believe any charge may be proven, the case may be continued pending hrther 
hearing. The Parole Court should also determine whether it is appropriate to detain the 
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parolee pending such further hearing. These findings are to be reduced to writing, and a copy is 
to be served on the parolee. 

4. Except as provided in the preceding section, if no charges are proven to the reasonable 
satisfaction of the Hearing Officer, the Hearing Officer shall forthwith prepare a draft order, 
for the Board's signature, directing withdrawal of any warrant issued by authority of this 
department. That draft order and the Hearing Officer's report shall be filed with the Board, 
and copies forwarded to the Executive Director (or designated officer) and members of the 
Board, by the most expeditious means. The Clerk of the Hearing Office shall prepare a 
monthly docket of acquittals for the Board's review. A copy of that docket shall be forwarded 
to the Executive Director or designated officer. A parolee who has been accused of a specific 
parole violation, after the charge is found "not proven," shall not have his parole revoked for 
that violation unless the charge is subsequently proven in a new evidentiary hearing or unless 
he is convicted of an underlying criminal charge. The Board's review of acquittals is for the 
purpose of ensuring that Hearing Officers are properly evaluating the evidence presented to 
them. The Board will also review the files pertaining to proven charges as they determine 
whether parole should be revoked. 

5. If the parolee is found guilty of any charge, the Hearing Officer's report shall be filed with 
the Clerk of the Hearing Office. The Clerk shall prepare two separate dockets. The cases in 
which Hearing Officers recommend reinstatement shall be presented to the Board separately 
from those cases in which the Hearing Officers recommend revocation. The cases in which 
Hearing Officers recommend revocation shall be presented to the Board no earlier than three 
weeks after service of the Parole Court report, so as to allow the parolee an opportunity to 
submit any written comments or objections to the Board. 

6. If the parolee believes the Parole Court's written report misstates the facts adduced at the 
hearing, he or his counsel shall submit to the Board a written objection to that report within 
fourteen days of receipt of the report. Any objections not raised are deemed waived. The 
parolee should state what facts he contends were omitted or misstated in the report, or in wha 
other way the proceedings appeared to be unfair. The Board's counsel may remand any case 
for the parole court to address issues presented by such objections. 

7. If the parolee has not been incarcerated pending the Parole Court hearing, the Parole Court 
shall determine whether he should be incarcerated pending the Board's final decision. 

8. If the Parole Court recommends reinstatement, the written report should be submitted to the 
Board at the earliest practicable time. When reinstatement is appropriate, the Board believes 
that society benefits when this decision is made and carried out as soon as possible. 

9. If the Parole Court recommends revocation, the written report should be submitted to the 
Board within a reasonable time after the time has run for the parolee to file his objections to 
the report. 
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Article Fourteen 

Board Action Subsequent to Parole Court 

1. The records of Parole Court proceedings shall be maintained in .the department's file 
pertaining to the affected parolee. 

2. The Board shall take up its parole court dockets during regularly scheduled open public 
meetings. After consideration of the parole court report and any written objections submitted 
by the parolee, the Board shall decide whether to revoke parole. 

3. Any Board ordeq revoking parole shall state the reasons for revocation and shall refer to the 
evidence relied on in determining that revocation is appropriate. 

4. If the Board is inclined to reinstate to parole supervision any parolee found guilty of parole 
violation, the case may be continued to a later meeting, pending verification of his home and 
job plan. 

5. If the Board is of the opinion that the interests of justice will be served by remanding a case 
for further hearing, either to ensure that the parolee has had due process or to ensure that 
society is properly served by a more thorough fact-finding process, such proceedings shall be 
conducted as promptly as may be practicable and just. 

6. The Clerk shall noti@ the Department of Corrections of any order revoking parole or 
returning the parolee to parole supervision. 

7. The Clerk shall ensure that the Executive Director receives copies of any dockets, orders, or 
records he may need. 

8. The Board shall consider the record of proceedings and vote to revoke or reinstate parole, as 
they deem proper. The Board will only consider revocation on charges proven to the 
reasonable satisfaction of the Parole Court. However, the Board may remand any charge for 
further hearing. 

9. The Board retains jurisdiction to reconsider any revocation that they may later determine to 
have been improvidently ordered. 

Article Fifteen 

http://www.pardons.state.al.us/ALABPP/Main/Rules.html 
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Records 

1. The records of the Board pertaining to each prisoner are confidential. Prior to 
enactment of the statutory privilege in 1951, the Legislature regarded these files as 
privileged by common law. The Legislative history of Act 599 of 1951 indicates that the 
Legislature was concerned about the risks of abuse if individuals, including public 
officials, had access to the sensitive information in these files. Act 83-750 of 1983 
increased the likelihood that the Board would receive useful, but sensitive, information 
from crime victims and public officials. The context of this act indicates that the 
Legislature intended for communications from these individuals to be kept confidential. 

2. The records maintained in the Board's Minute Books are public records. As provided 
herein, copies of the Board's dockets, including a record of the action taken, will be filed 
in the Board's Minutes for public inspection. 

3. Board Orders granting pardons, with o r  without restoration of civil and political rights, 
paroles, o r  remissions of fines o r  forfeitures are public records. The statement of reason; 
filed by each member voting in favor of such grant are public records. 

Article Sixteen 

Flexibility in Responding to Crises 

1. When the Board determines that circumstances exist manifesting a critical need for the Boarc 
to expedite parole consideration, the Board may direct its staff to implement these procedure? 
consistent with available resources. 

2. The staff will survey the prison population, with a view toward assisting the Board in 
exercising its discretion in setting priorities for special dockets. 

3.  After reviewing the data assembled by the staff, and considering advice offered by our staff, 
the Board may set criteria for Special Dockets. The Board may also set criteria for a 
Secondary Docket. These criteria will be adopted by special order of the Board, entered into 
the minutes and published on the Board's web site. 

4. Clerical staff will be assigned to initially screen files that appear to meet these criteria. Thes 
cases will be divided into three categories: those that clearly are excluded, those that may be 
excluded from the Special Docket but appear to be candidates for the Secondary Docket, anc 
those that are clearly not excluded from the Special Docket. Cases that are clearly excluded 
from the Special Docket will remain scheduled for parole consideration on the tentative 
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dockets previously established according to these procedures, except as otherwise provided 
herein. Cases that are not excluded from the Special Docket will be forwarded to a designate( 
officer for further review. Cases that may be considered for a Secondary Special Docket will 
be forwarded to the Review Committee for further review. 

5. Special Docket cases are those in which the current offense does not require victim 
notification under § 15-22-36, Ala. Code. The cases will be initially screened by 
knowledgeable clerical employees. 

6. Secondary Dockets may be established for closer review of prisoners who have been 
convicted of violent crimes, with a view toward identifjring individual prisoners who appear 
less likely to commit violent crimes in the future. Because of the potentially higher stakes, thc 
staff must exercise proportionately greater discretion in reviewing these files to identifjr 
candidates for earlier consideration. More experienced officers will review these cases. 

7. The designated staff officers reviewing Special Docket cases will consider the nature and 
severity of the current offense, the seriousness of prior criminal history, and the length of 
sentence and time served; and may consider events occurring since incarceration to deterrninc 
the rescheduled consideration dates. These designees are authorized to order rescheduling of 
consideration, within the parameters established by the Board's emergency order. 

8. The staff officers and clerical employees involved in Special Docket reviews will meet 
frequently and consult with other staff as appropriate, and will ensure that the Executive 
Director and the Board are kept apprised of their progress and of any potential obstacles. 

9. The Review Committee members reviewing Secondary Docket cases will consider the naturc 
and severity of the current offense, the seriousness of prior criminal history, the length of 
sentence and time served, and community attitude toward the offender; and may consider 
events occurring since incarceration to determine the rescheduled consideration dates. The 
Committee is authorized to order rescheduling of consideration, within the parameters 
established by the Board's emergency order. 

10. While any Secondary Docket order is in effect, the Review Committee will meet frequently 
and consult with other staff as appropriate, and will ensure that .the Executive Director and tl 
Board are kept apprised of their progress and of any potential obstacles. 

11. Backlogged victim notification cases may be screened by a senior officer or senior VSO 
Officer, who may direct the Victim Service unit to expedite notice in cases where the 
information appears to be current, even if there are other cases more overdue. This officer 
may also screen backlogged cases to determine whether any other backlogged case should b 
expedited, and if so, he may direct that such case be processed. 
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Article Seventeen 

Organization of Panels 

1. The provisions of this article apply during the time that the Legislature has provided for 
temporary expansion of the Board by appointment of special members. 

2. For purposes of this article, the term "all members" refers to both special members and 
regular members; the term "regular members" refers to those members appointed to the six- 
year terms of the permanent Board; and the term "special members" refers to those members 
appointed for the limited purpose of hearing and deciding cases. 

3. The Chair will designate the membership of panels, so that all members of the Board will 
know in advance which dockets they are assigned to hear and which dockets they are assignec 
to relieve, and will be able to prepare for those dockets by studying the files. 

4. Two panels, each of three members, will be established for each day that cases are docketed 
for consideration. Each panel will be assigned to hear the cases on specified dockets at a 
specific site. The remaining member of the Board will be the primary alternate for that day. Ir 
the event that a member of either panel must absent himself for all or part of the meeting, this 
primary alternate will relieve that member as needed. These assignments will be stated in the 
Chair's notice to the Board of the meetings of each panel, which shall also be published in the 
Board's minutes. 

5. The Chair may also designate a secondary alternate from each panel to relieve members of 
the other panel, in the event of the unavoidable absence of two members of the panel for all o: 
part of the meeting. This alternate may relieve a member of the other panel after ensuring thal 
he meets his obligations to his own panel. 

6. Two members of a panel constitute a quorum of the panel, and may act in cases that can 
lawfully be decided by a majority vote. 

7. Notwithstanding the general provisions of these operating procedures, during the terns of tht 
special members, three members will hear and decide each case that could not be granted 
without unanimous agreement. 

8, In the event that a panel of the Board finds it necessary to continue a case, as provided in the 
general provisions of these operating procedures, the case will be considered by the same 
panel originally assigned to hear the case. 

9. Individual members of the Board should not seek to alter the docketed panel assignments 
merely for personal convenience or for other personal motive. The Board recognizes that its 
best interest as an institution, as well as the public's best interest, is better served if 
substitution of alternates is a rare event. 
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x wpe2.jpg jTiI-J Click here to download the Acrobat Reader in order to view the following Board Order. You must 
have Acrobat Reader installed on your PC in order to view the Board Order. There is no charge for Acrobat Reader. 

Click here to view the Board Order accepting the new Rules, Regulations and Procedures. 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR 
MONTGOMERY COUNTY, ALABAMA 

RECE IVE 
WILLIE L. WHITE, 

AIS# 1 4 0 1 4 7 ,  
JAN 2 a 1r)fil 

) State Board of 
P e t i t i o n e r ,  ) Pardons and Paroles 

1 
vs . C a s e  #CV-06-2957 

) 
ALA. BD . OF PARDONS & ) 

PAROLES, 1 

R e s p o n d e n t .  ) 

FINAL ORDER 

This matter having come before this Court on a 

petition for writ of certiorari wherefore Petitioner 

challenges the denial of his parole on the basis that 

he believes the Board relied on misleading information, 

a disciplinary for "Fighting Without a Weapon" on May 

5, 2006, when deciding to deny his parole. 

Having reviewed Petitioner's petition for writ of 

certiorari and the Board's Answer and Motion for 

Judgment as a Matter of Law, this Court finds as 

follows : 

Review of proceedings from the Board is by a 

petition for a common-law writ of certiorari filed 
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the Circuit Court of Montgomery County. See Gholston v. 

Board of Pardons & Paroles, 627 So.2d 945 

(Ala.Civ.App.1993) and Sellers v. State, 586 So.2d 994 

(Ala. Crim. App. 1991). 

Ala. Code § 6-6-640 (a) mandates that "All 

applications for mandamus, prohibition, certiorari, or 

other remedial writ of a supervisory nature shall be 

commenced by a petition, verified by affidavit". This 

Court finds that Petitioner failed to verify his 

petition for writ of certiorari in accordance with Ala. 

Code §6-6-640. Absent a verified pleading, there is no 

record to review. See Ex parte Ackles, 840 So.2d 145 

(Ala. 2002)and Ex parte Norris, 877 So.2d 634 (Ala. 

Crim.App. 2003) . 

All issues remaining in Petitioner's petition for 

writ of certiorari are pretermited due to Petitioner's 

failure to verify, by affidavit, his petition for writ 

of certiorari in accordance with Ala. Code 56-6-640. 

See Ex parte Ackles, 840 So. 2d 145 (Ala. 2002) . 

This Court lacks jurisdiction to entertain a 

petition for writ of certiorari that does not comply 

with the verification requirements of Ala. Code 56-6- 
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640.  T h i s  C o u r t  does  n o t  have t h e  a u t h o r i t y  t o  p roceed  

t o  a d e c i s i o n  i n  t h e  absence  of  t h e  r e q u i r e d  

v e r i f i c a t i o n  u n d e r  A l a .  Code § 6-6-640.  See Alabama 

L e i s u r e  E n t e r p r i s e s ,  I n c .  v .  Macon Coun ty  Rac ing  

Commission,  460 So .2d  195 ( A l a .  C i v .  App. 1984)  and E x  

par te  A c k l e s ,  840  So .2d  145 ( A l a .  2 0 0 2 ) .  

I t  i s ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED, 

t h a t  t h i s  a c t i o n  i s  he reby  DISMISSED, WITHOUT 

PREJUDICE, f o r  l a c k  o f  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Done t h i s  z z d a y  of  2 0 0 7 .  

TRUMAN HOBBS s 
C I R C U I T  J U D G E  / 

CC: DANA L. PITTMAN,ASST. ATTORNEY GENERAL 
BD. OF PARDONS 6 PAROLES 
P.O. BOX 302405 
MONTGOMERY, AL 3 613 0 

WILLIE LEE WHITE 
AIS# 140147 
LIMESTONE CF 
28779 NICK DAVIS RD 
HARVEST, AZ, 35749-7009 
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A V S 0 3 5 0  \$ ALABAMA MONTGOMERY J U D I C I A L  COUNTY DATA CENTER 

SUMMONS 

( _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

I 
I I N  THE C I R C U I T  COURT O F  M  
I 
I W I L L I E  L  WHITE A I S  # I 4 0 1 4 7  V S  ALABAMA BOARD O F  P A  
I 
I S E R V E  ON: ( D 0 0 1 )  
I 
I S S N :  0 0 0 - 0 0 - 0 0 0 0  
I 
I PARDONS & PAROLE BOARD S T A T E  0 
1 % W I L L I A M  S E G R E S T  
I 5 0 0  MONROE S T  I 
1 MONTGOMERY , A L  3 6 1 3 0 - 0 0 0 0  1 
) - - - - - - - - - - - - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  I 
I I 
I TO  THE ABOVE NAMED DEFENDANT: I 
I I 
I THE COMPLAINT WHICH I S  ATTACHED TO T H I S  SUMMONS I S  IMPORTANT AND YOU MUST I 
I TAKE IMMEDIATE A C T I O N  TO PROTECT YOUR R I G H T S ,  YOU OR YOUR ATTORNEY ARE 1 
I R E Q U I R E D  TO MAIL OR HAND D E L I V E R  A  COPY O F  A  WRITTEN ANSWER, E I T H E R  I 
I A D M I T T I N G  OR DENYING EACH ALLEGATION I N  THE COMPLAINT TO THE P L A I N T I F F S  1 
I A T T O R N E Y ( S )  SHOWN ABOVE OR ATTACHED: I 
I I 
I T H I S  ANSWER MUST BE M A I L E D  OR D E L I V E R E D  W I T H I N  3 0  DAYS A F T E R  T H I S  SUMMONS I 
I AND COMPLAINT WERE D E L I V E R E D  T O  YOU OR A  JUDGEMENT BY DEFAULT MAY B E  I 
I ENTERED A G A I N S T  YOU FOR THE MONEY OR OTHER T H I N G S  DEMANDED I N  THE C O M P L A I N T - I  
I YOU MUST ALSO F I L E  THE O R I G I N A L  O F  YOUR ANSWER WITH THE CLERK O F  T H I S  C 0 U R T . I  
I 
( _ - - - - - _ - - _ - - - _ - - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

I 
I 
I 

I ( ) T O  ANY S H E R I F F  OR ANY PERSON AUTHORIZED B Y  E I T H E R  RULES 4 . 1  ( B )  ( 2 )  OR I I I / 
4  - 2  ( B )  ( 2 )  OR 4 . 4  ( B )  ( 2 )  O F  THE ALABAMA R U L E S  O F  C I V I L  PROCEDURE: 1 

I YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED T O  SERVE T H I S  SUMMONS AND A  COPY O F  THE 1 
I COMPLAINT I N  T H I S  A C T I O N  UPON DEFENDANT. I 
I I 
I ( ) T H I S  S E R V I C E  BY C E R T I F I E D  M A I L  O F  T H I S  SUMMONS I S  I N I T I A T E D  UPON THE I 
I WRITTEN REQUEST O F  PURSUANT TO RULE 4 . 1  ( C )  1 
I O F  THE ALABAMA R U L E S  O F  C I V I L  PROCEDURE I 
I I 
I 
I DATE: 1 2 / 0 7 / 2 0 0 6  CLERK:  h & h L b % b Y ~ $  M E L I S  R I T T E N O U R  1 I 
I P  0 BOX 1 6 6 7  1 
1 MONTGOMERY AL 3 6 1 0 2 - 1 6 6 7  I 

I I ( 3 3 4 )  8 3 2 - 1 2 6 6  I 
I 1  I ( _ - - - - - - _ _ - - _ - - _ _ - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  I 
I 1  I 

I RETURN ON S E R V I C E :  I 
I I 
I ( ) C E R T I F I E D  M A I L  RETURN R E C E I P T  I N  T H I S  O F F I C E  ON ( D A T E )  I 
I (RETURN R E C E I P T  HERETO ATTACHED) I 
I I 

, I ( ) I C E R T I F Y  THAT I PERSONALLY D E L I V E R E D  A  COPY O F  THE SUMMONS AND 1 
1 1  I 

I COMPLAINT T O  I 
I 1  I 
1 I I N  COUNTY, ALABAMA ON ( D A T E )  -- I 
I I I 

I - 
I DATE SERVER SIGNATURE 
I 
I 
I S E R V E R  ADDRESS T Y P E  O F  PROCESS SERVER 
I 
I 
I - -_ -_ - - - - - -__ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

OPERATOR: LAW 
PREPARED:  1 2 / 0 7 / 2 0 0 6  
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IN T H E  CIRCUIT COURT OF MONTGOMERY COUNTY, ALABAMA 

WILLIE L. WHITE. 
1'. 

0 -3r 
0- =-- 

PETITTOY k R, --&. - 4 7 ;  b - a l p -  4457 ;jz4 - - -  I 

CASL NO: VS. 0 ;:; ,-3 I- 
Supplied b j  Court -0 ,,dm r: D 

ALABAMA BOARD OF PARDONS tit PAROLES, c>.x 
\T - 

RESPONDENTS. - 1Zr " L .T 
W -> 

W -C 

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI 

COMES KOW. the petitioner \fJiIlie Lee White, and petition this court for a Writ of Certiorari. 

STATEMENT OF FACTS 

On March 7,2006, petitioner was considered for parole in an open public meeting. On said date 
petitioner was denied parole and reset for further consideration during the moil111 of 032009. 

It is apparently petitioner's belief that the board denied petitioner's parole consideration 
based up011 misleading information concenling a disciplinac and the circurnstal~ces surrounding 
the disciplinary he got during his incarceration. which was Fighting Without a Weapon on May 5.  
2006. 

It was stated by the Classification Officer Ms. Edna Harris. Limestone Correctional Facility 
that this Disciplinary uould 11ot stop me from making parole . TIze p e ~ i l i u ~ ~ e r  has done over his (3rd 
), of his sentence imposed by the court. 

RELIEF SOUGHT 

Petitioner, ask the Board to reconsidered him for another parole hearing before 03/2009. 

Apparently, there's been information given to the Board and also put in Petitioner's jacket that 
apparently confused [he Board in coming to a clear decision concerning Petitioner parole 
consideration on March 7, 2006. 
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RESPECTFULLY SUB54 ITTED, 
/ - .  

Willie Lee White. Petitioner 

I CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I, HEREBY CERTIFY THAT I HAVE SERVED A COPY OF THE FOREGOING TO THE 

ALABAMA BOAIII) OF PARDONS & PAROLES. ADDRESSED CORRECTLY. ON ARE 

ABOUT ON NOVEMBER 13,2006. 

WILLIE LEE WHITE, #140147 
28779 NICK DAVIS RD, (7-DORM) 
HARVEST, AL.4 BAMA. 35749-7009 
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